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Dedication 


For my son, Isaac. 
May your life not be burdened by the damage done during the Obama 
years. Hopefully, your generation will make wiser decisions, informed 
by history and reason, learning always from our mistakes. 


—Matt Margolis 


To my late father, George Childs Noonan, Jr. Marine, mathematician, 
philosopher and patriot. Shortly before he died in 2009, he warned me 
that bad times were coming for America. He has been proved correct, 
and I pray that we recover some of his spirit so that we may restore our 
nation to greatness. 


—Mark Noonan 


Introduction 


When Americans are asked “Who is the worst president in history?” and 
“Who is the best president in history?” one man ranks high on both lists: 
Barack Hussein Obama. How can he appear on both lists so frequently? The 
truth is, polls won’t tell you much except that Americans have stronger 
feelings—good and bad—about recent presidents than those of many years 
past, Obama included. In a December 2011 interview with 60 Minutes, 
Obama said he would rank himself as fourth best president in terms of 
legislative accomplishments—an assessment so laughable that the comment 
was edited out of the initial broadcast.t As opinionated as we Americans are 
about how Obama measures up, history will be the ultimate judge... not 
recent polls, and certainly not Obama himself. 


If told honestly, historical accounts of Obama’s presidency will not be 
kind. The goal of this book is to make sure the truth about Obama’s record is 
not forgotten so that history can make an honest, informed assessment of the 
Obama presidency. Many will want Obama’s legacy to be viewed favorably 
just because of the historic nature of his rise to the nation’s highest office, 
but we are committed to truth, not enslaved at the altar of political 
correctness. Given everything we’ve learned throughout Obama’s tenure, we 
decided it was time to compile a historical primer on his disastrous 
Presidency. So far, we’ve documented 200 reasons why Barack Obama is 
the worst president in history. Some examples are more egregious than 
others, but each reveals inconvenient facts about Obama’s real legacy. This 
isn’t about partisanship. This is about the truth. 


Obama is keenly aware that he needs to play a role in enshrining the 
version of his legacy he wants history to remember. Upon leaving the White 
House, he plans to raise $1 billion for his presidential library and a global 
foundation—double the amount raised by George W. Bush for his 
presidential library.? One billion dollars is a Jot of money, but it’s not 
enough to cover up the epic failures of his presidency, which we’ve 
compiled in the following pages: his lapses in judgment at home and abroad, 
failed policies, the radicalism of his appointees, his rejection of 
constitutional limitations, his demagoguery, and, most importantly, his utter 
failure to lead on the world stage. 


It’s true that all presidents, even those who are judged favorably, are 
flawed people with imperfect records. But, sometimes, history ignores the 
most valuable lessons of our most transformative political figures. Bill 
Clinton takes credit for a booming economy that would have never 
happened had it not been for Newt Gingrich and his Contract with America. 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt is credited with ending the Great Depression 


despite the fact that he prolonged it. Today, we have a President who claims 
credit for creating millions of jobs despite no increases in workforce 
participation and stagnant GDP growth. So, while Obama works hard to tell 
the story his way, we will provide a fact-based narrative. 


Unlike his predecessors, Obama must contend with a vigilant, informed 
opposition made possible by alternative media outlets. No longer will any 
President be able to rely on a complicit, elite vanguard of media lackeys 
more interested in maintaining their status and access than in uncovering the 
truth. But this information age advantage is lost if we don’t each contribute 
what we can to the proper recording of history. To that end, we will 
document the truth about Obama’s record for future generations, so they will 
know the true history and won’t be doomed to repeat the mistakes of the 
past. History will be the ultimate judge; we just want to make sure that 
future historians have a fighting chance to get it right. 


Domestic Issues 


George W. Bush’s presidency came to be defined by an event that forced 
Americans to look beyond their borders and consider a world overrun by 
anger, desperation, and want. Far beyond our safe and quiet homes, and our 
self-involved concerns, the world was becoming increasingly hostile as 
strains of radical Islam took control of more and more of the populace. Bush 
answered the devastating terror attack of 9/11 by crafting a foreign policy 
philosophy that would define him as a leader. Readers of this book can 
judge for themselves whether Bush was up to the task of handling the 
signature problems of his time in the White House, but we begin here, in our 
analysis of President Obama, with a simple question: What were the 
defining problems of his time? 


It turns out that this question has a more complex answer than it did for 
many former Presidents, but we can say, with clarity, that the first problems 
he faced were decidedly toward the home front, at least in the minds of most 
Americans. Their leading concerns, when they went to vote in 2008, were 
far less likely to be the war on terror or the ambitions of China or Russia, 
and far more likely to be the recent economic collapse, the state of American 
politics, the ongoing debt crisis, or the perceived weaknesses of our 
education or healthcare systems. Obama skillfully campaigned as a man 
who would be the answer to those problems — a man who would unite 
Americans, answer populist calls for domestic reforms, revive our flagging 
economy and “nation-build at home, not in Iraq”. Then, his focus seemed on 
point, even if you disagreed with his prescribed fixes. Then, he seemed to be 
an optimist — something Americans sorely needed. 


Unfortunately, the position demands far more than shining rhetoric, calls 
for unity and optimism, and lofty ideals. The Obama we got bore little 
resemblance to the man who stood on that stage in Denver between soaring 
Roman columns and promised us that he would look across the aisle, 
consider any reasonable proposal, comb every line item, and explain it all to 
every American. The Obama we got was divisive, insular, and resistant to 
compromise. The man who took possession of the Oval Office was a 
pessimist and was often accused of being antisocial and detached. And, on 
matters of domestic policy, this man was far from a unifying populist who 
sought the council of Americans — he was beholden to special interests and 
his administration was besotted with ideas that Americans loudly rejected 
when polled. His flip-flops, evolutions, and pivots were a confusing array of 
partisan ploys and domineering lectures that left Americans more divided on 
social issues and domestic policy than they’ve been at any time since the 
Civil War. 


Was Obama up to the task, when confronted with those first defining 
problems? We think not. 


1. Decline of American Optimism 


We begin with that very question of optimism. No President can control 
the mood of the American people by himself, but when an administration 
presides over an era where Americans lose confidence in their civic 
institutions and their future, it must be viewed as a sign of trouble for the 
man at the top. According to a Gallup Poll taken just a couple of weeks 
before Obama’s second inauguration, only thirty-nine percent of Americans 
had a positive view of the country. According to Gallup, this is the smallest 
number since 1979. 


The challenges President Obama faces as he begins his second term in 
office are evident from the fact that less than four in 10 Americans rate 
the nation’s current situation on the positive end of a zero to 10 scale 
and that slightly less than half project that the state of the nation will 
be positive in five years. Both of these assessments are among the more 
negative Gallup has measured since the Eisenhower administration.* 


For all of Obama’s hope and change rhetoric, Americans are so distressed 
and discouraged that the only silver lining Obama’s got is that things 
probably can’t get much worse. 


To compare, at the start of George W. Bush’s first term, seventy-three 
percent of Americans had a positive view of America, and that number 
remained above fifty percent until Obama’s presidency.? As of this writing, 
only 25.6 percent of Americans think that the nation is headed in the right 
direction, according to RealClearPolitics aggregates of polling data on the 
question. 


2. Domestic Policy Flip-Flops 


We’re, admittedly, not fans of Obama’s work as President, but we were 
occasionally given hope that his record would be less partisan than we 
feared. Even this polarizing figure hit on some domestic themes and ideas 
that we were hoping he’d stick with as his administration got to work. 
Unfortunately, he has often changed his mind for the worse. Here are a few 
examples of Obama’s domestic policy flip-flops: 


*In 2006, then-Senator Obama called a proposal to raise the debt 
ceiling a “leadership failure” but, as President, Obama has requested 
multiple increases in the debt ceiling and unilateral power to raise it at 
his whim.£ 


*In 2008, Obama campaigned on cutting the deficit in half; through his 


first term, Obama raised the annual deficit to a trillion dollars or more 
per year. 


*Obama said he would not employ lobbyists in the White House, but 
has, instead, given many waivers to allow lobbyists to work there.? 


*Obama promised a robust, manned space program, even agreeing to 
Bush Administration policy of returning to the moon by 2020. But, 
Obama killed funding for the Constellation space shuttle, which was to 
bring America back to the moon, and with the termination of the Space 
Shuttle program, the United States no longer has a manned space 


program.’ 


*Obama promised that as President he would reduce earmarks “to less 
than $7.8 billion a year, a level they last achieved in 1993.” But 
earmarks for FY2010, the last year before Republicans took control of 
the House, totaled $15.9 billion? 


*Obama promised that he would eliminate income taxes on American 
seniors making $50,000 or less; those people are still waiting for the 
administration to make this a priority.” 


*Obama promised to adhere to “pay-go” budgeting in which all new 
expenditures be paid for either by spending reductions elsewhere or tax 
increases. At no time has Obama obeyed “pay-go” rules and has 
chastised all GOP attempts to enforce it. 

*Obama routinely blamed President Bush for high gas prices, but when 
gas prices have skyrocketed to record levels on his watch, Obama has 
suddenly decided that the President didn’t have any power to affect gas 
prices.“ 

*In 2008, Obama touted the use of gas pipelines across Canada as a 
means of improving America’s economy and energy security.“ As 
president, he blocked the Keystone pipeline, which would bring oil 
from Canada into the United States, and of course, create jobs.4 


*During the 2008 Democratic primary, Obama strongly attacked 
Hillary Clinton’s health care plan requiring an individual mandate.? Of 
course, Obamacare has an individual mandate.1° 


3. No Wall Street or Banker Prosecutions 


In 2008, during the financial crisis, candidate Barack Obama promised to 
bring a “new era of responsibility and accountability to Wall Street and to 
Washington.”” When he took office in 2009, he undoubtedly had a mandate 
to prosecute Wall Street bankers responsible for the systemic fraud that 


contributed to the crisis. But there have been no arrests or prosecutions of 
any banker involved in the fiscal collapse. The criminal fraud was 
undeniable; yet, in 2012, Barack Obama defended the lack of prosecutions 
because “a lot of that stuff wasn’t necessarily illegal, it was just immoral or 
inappropriate or reckless.”” 


Worse yet, even though Obama publicly promised to hold Wall Street 
accountable, the so-called “architects of the financial crisis” have actually 
been protected by the Obama administration.22 Wall Street donated a lot of 
money to Obama’s campaign in 2008, and has since gained significant 
influence in his administration. “President Obama has repeatedly turned to 
nominees with close Wall Street ties for high-level economic positions,” 
wrote Senator Elizabeth Warren (D-MA) in the Huffington Post in 
November 2014, including Jack Lew, Obama’s Treasury Secretary during 
his second term. One wonders how, precisely, Obama’s mind was changed 
upon entering the Oval Office? Perhaps it had something to do with his 
many Wall Street financial backers. 


And, it seems, the bankers, too, were getting special treatment. Cronyism 
inside the Department of Justice, and political donations made to the Obama 
campaign are the likely reasons for Barack Obama and Attorney General 
Holder’s failure to criminally charge any Wall Street bankers, according to a 
report by the Government Accountability Institute (GAT). 


One of Holder’s deputy Attorney Generals actually had $20 million worth 
of work done for the ill-famed AIG Insurance firm at the heart of the 2008 
financial crash.“ Obama was also collecting more donations from Wall 
Street than any of the Republican candidates for president. From the GAI 
report: 


In the weeks before and after the Senate report on Goldman Sachs, 
several Goldman executives and their families made contributions to 
Obama’s Victory Fund and related entities, and some contributors 
maxed out at the largest individual donation allowed, $35,800. Five 
senior Goldman Sachs executives wrote more than $130,000 in checks 
to the Obama Victory Fund. Two of these executives had never donated 
to Obama before and had previously only given small donations to 
individual candidates.*4 


For Obama, the line between right and wrong is on a check made out to 
his campaign. As long as it is signed, and there are a lot of zeros on it, 
nothing is wrong and everything is negotiable. 


4. Betraying the Victims of Hurricane Sandy 


Hurricane Sandy ripped into the East Coast of the United States in the 


final week of the 2012 presidential election campaign, and Obama sensed an 
opportunity to appear unifying and presidential. He and Republican 
Governor Chris Christie posed for a photo op and he spoke briefly for the 
press about the need to pull together as a nation to help the victims of this 
tragedy. With the photos taken and spread relentlessly around the 
mainstream media, Obama returned to campaigning and, judging by his 
subsequent actions, forgot all about the hurricane or its impact on New 
Jersey and New York. 


While the Obama campaign basked in the warm glow of overwhelmingly 
positive post-Sandy coverage (which may have helped clinch the deal for 
Obama’s reelection), the people of New Jersey and New York suffered 
through a level of government incompetence not seen since the Katrina 
disaster. Staten Island victims were left behind after FEMA packed up and 
left the area—a week after Obama promised to help the affected areas, 
vowing “No bureaucracy. No red tape.” 


Hurricane Sandy victims learned, the hard way, that they merely played a 
supporting role in helping Obama play the part of a decisive leader in a time 
crisis right before the election. Gas shortages throughout the region stranded 
tens of thousands in their homes up to three weeks after the storm hit™. It 
took nearly a month to restore power to the hardest hit areas and many were 
short of food and clothing. Major streets remained impassable for up to three 
weeks. Hurricane victims felt betrayed by Obama for breaking his promise 
to get them the help they needed.“ By April 2014, one federal recovery 
program had only managed to rebuild six homes, with 20,000 homeowners 
still on the waiting list.2? These people lost their homes and livelihoods, but 
Obama only saw them as campaign props. Once he was safely reelected, did 
Obama decide to grace the people of New Jersey with another visit or lend a 
Presidential hand in clearing away the bureaucratic obstruction on relief 
efforts? No. He went golfing. 


5. The Government Response to California’s Central Valley Drought 


In February 2014, Barack Obama visited California’s Central Valley to 
address an ongoing drought that has been devastating local farmers and 
families. While there, he promised millions in aid in the form of government 
handouts and pork for environmental activists. He also took the opportunity 
to blame the plight of the farmers on global warming.~ There’s just one 
problem: the water shortages, while exacerbated by an ongoing drought, 
were primarily caused by government mismanagement. Back in 2009, the 
Obama administration, using the Endangered Species Act for cover, diverted 
water needed for irrigation away from California’s Central Valley farmers 
and families to protect the delta smelt (a small, guppy-like fish) and 


salmon.* The government, not global warming, caused the problem. 


A significant source of the nation’s fruit, nuts, and vegetables, 
California’s Central Valley only became fertile farmland because of 
irrigation.» California is no stranger to droughts, but without the water for 
irrigation, consumers across the country will see prices at the grocery store 
go up, as farmers are forced to cut back crops.? While the issue of water 
usage in California has been long and contentious, Obama’s environmental 
activism, not global warming, is destroying this important farmland. And 
what was Obama’s response to a bill that would restore water to California’s 
Central Valley? He threatened to veto it ¥ 


6. The Government Response to the BP Oil Spill 


On April 20, 2010, an explosion on the Deepwater Horizon drilling rig 
killed eleven workers and injured another sixteen. The rig burned and sank, 
resulting in what would become the worst oil spill in American history. The 
response of the Obama administration was shameful. 


Louisiana Governor Bobby Jindal described the Obama administration’s 
response as lackadaisical, with Obama far more concerned with his image 
and the criticism he was getting than addressing the actual problem. To be 
sure, many within the administration were all too happy to appear in media 
interviews and blame Republicans and the oil industry for the problem. The 
environmental rhetoric was full of sound and fury, but signified nothing. 


In fact, the Obama administration’s response to the BP Oil spill was 
arguably much worse than the federal government’s response to Hurricane 
Katrina. According to the 1988 Stafford Act, states are in charge in the event 
of on-shore natural disasters, not the federal government. The federal 
government’s role in Katrina was to provide any resources requested by the 
governor. The BP oil spill happened in federal waters, therefore the Obama 
administration was always in charge. Unfortunately, it wasn’t up to the task. 


The National Commission on the BP Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill and 
Offshore Drilling (established by Obama via executive order) found that the 
Obama administration grossly underestimated the amount of oil flowing into 
the Gulf of Mexico, slowed response efforts, and withheld its worst-case 
estimates from the public and overstated the effectiveness of the cleanup 
efforts.*° 


Given Obama’s past criticisms of the government’s response to Hurricane 
Katrina, one might think he’d have done a better job, and not had his 
administration lie to protect his image. 


7. Cutting Medicaid for States Defunding Planned Parenthood 


Whatever your views on abortion, if you are fair-minded and interested in 
pursuing the truth and making ethical choices, when allegations of criminal 
wrongdoing surface, it is every citizen’s duty to take those allegations 
seriously, and the duty of the states to take notice and investigate. In June of 
2015, a group of undercover investigative journalists calling themselves 
“The Center for Medical Progress” began posting a series of “sting” videos” 
in a style similar to those once posted by activist James O’Keefe. In these 
new videos, CMP investigators posed as agents for a biotechnology firm and 
attempted to form a business relationship with Planned Parenthood to 
facilitate the sale of tissue, organs, and intact cadavers extracted from 
second-trimester abortions. Should Planned Parenthood have profited in any 
way from such sales, it would be a Federal crime. 


As this series of sting videos continued surfacing, a number of states 
began considering measures that would strip Medicaid funding from 
Planned Parenthood clinics in their states. In response, Obama threatened 
officials in all states that such actions might violate Federal law=’. 


We can certainly debate the merits of the research done by CMP, and the 
legality of responding to the CMP sting through state-level cuts to Medicaid 
spending on Planned Parenthood. But there’s a problem for Obama and his 
Justice Department. Pro-life Kansas had, long before this controversy 
erupted, already chosen to eliminate state spending on Planned Parenthood 
clinics shortly after the election of Tea Party Republican Scott Brownback 
in 2013. The Obama administration took Kansas to court, claiming that such 
cuts violated Title X funding laws by denying women equal access to 
reproductive healthcare. They lost. Realizing that punishing states who 
responded to the video exposé would be impossible through the courts, 
Obama issued an executive order cutting Kansas Medicaid payouts by 
roughly the same amount (around $400,000) that had been redirected from 
Planned Parenthood to other women’s health clinics already. ® 


The leftwing argument against defunding Planned Parenthood is that it 
violates Title X guarantees of equal access to reproductive care to eliminate 
Medicaid spending at Planned Parenthood clinics. But this claim would 
depend on the belief that Planned Parenthood provides services that cannot 
be obtained elsewhere and that the money being taken out of Planned 
Parenthood coffers is not being reinvested in women’s health options. But 
this is precisely the argument that played out in court, and it didn’t fly there. 
What authority, then, is given to Obama to punish women seeking 
reproductive care in Kansas for the State’s decision to end its support of 
Planned Parenthood? Why is the administration picking one private sector 
entity to provide women with reproductive healthcare access? 


8. Skyrocketing College Costs 


Under President Obama, the average cost of college tuition has increased 
by 8 percent across all types of institutions, be they public, private, two-year 
or four-year schools.” Despite campaigning on increasing access to Pell 
Grants, Obama actually cut Pell Grants, which increased average college 
costs by an average of nearly a thousand dollars per year per student“ 


These increases in college costs were more than double the rate of 
inflation,“ and, combined with the decline of family incomes, significantly 
increased the burden of obtaining a higher education on Obama’s watch. 
Obama forgot to mention this to all those youngsters who voted for his 
reelection. 


Making matters even worse for college students, Obama’s policies have 
prevented the robust economic growth necessary to absorb each year’s 
graduating class into the workforce. As previously noted, youth employment 
rates have fallen dramatically in the Obama years. On top of that, full 
employment rates for recent college graduates dropped below 50% in 2011 
— this is a first since the statistic began to be tracked.4 


9. Racial Quotas for School Discipline 


In the summer of 2012, Obama issued an executive order that effectively 
called for racial quotas in school discipline policies. The executive order, 
titled “White House Initiative on Educational Excellence for African 
Americans,” linked the high dropout rate of African American students with 
“methods that result in disparate use of disciplinary tools.” and established a 
new bureaucracy to enforce proportionate outcomes in school discipline 
policies based on race.4 By making such a decree, Obama assumes that 
schools discipline students differently based on race. He thinks he can solve 
the problem by mandating that schools discipline students based on the color 
of their skin, not by the content of their character. 


According to Roger Clegg, the president of the Center for Equal 
Opportunity, Obama’s executive order has missed the mark completely, and 
ignores the true source of the problem. Clegg told The Daily Caller, “A 
disproportionate share of crimes are committed by African Americans, and 
they are disproportionately likely to misbehave in school... [because] more 
than 7 out of 10 African-Americans (72.5 percent) are born out of 
wedlock... versus fewer than 3 out of 10 whites.” 


Michael Meyers, the executive director of the New York Civil Rights 
Commission, said of Obama, “With the stroke of his presidential pen, 
Obama has ignored and denies the substantial and irreversible racial 
progress we as a nation have made; with great alacrity, and without any 
shame, he has embraced the separatists’ mission, credo and agenda that 
dictate blacks should be regarded as different and educated differently, and 


treated differentially, from all other American students.”“ Martin Luther 
King Jr. would be very disappointed. 


10.Radical Attorneys General 


Obama’s Justice Department has, since his cabinet was first filled, taken 
its cues from the top. The Attorney General of the United States is charged 
with ensuring that the laws of the United States are strictly and fairly 
enforced for all Americans. Unfortunately, for President Obama, the primary 
job of the Attorney General has been to provide cover for his 
administration’s serial violations of law and precedent, and to pursue a 
radical, racialized interpretation of the Civil Rights Act. 


Attorney General Eric Holder’s radical past ought to have disqualified 
him from being the nation’s chief law enforcement officer. In 1970, Holder 
was a Columbia University freshman, and a leader of a black separatist 
group on campus, the Student Afro-American Society (SAAS). With SAAS, 
Holder participated in a five-day armed takeover of an abandoned ROTC 
office on campus.” 


Holder’s radical past certainly explains the actions of his Justice 
Department, described elsewhere in this book, from his failure to prosecute 
New Black Panther Party members over voter intimidation during the 2008 
election, to his inappropriate involvement in the Trayvon Martin and 
Michael Brown shooting death cases, and including his stonewalling of 
high-profile investigations (including Fast and Furious and the IRS 
Scandal), harassing reporters for doing their job, and allowing millions of 
illegal voters to remain on the voter rolls. 


Despite his tenure being marred by partisan actions, controversy and 
scandal, Holder was one of the longest-serving members of Obama's 
original Cabinet. 


After the disasters of Holder’s tenure, Obama could have made a clean 
sweep, but instead, he turned to far-left radicals like Al Sharpton for advice 
on Holder’s replacement“ Loretta Lynch was selected to be Attorney 
General for Obama’s last two years in office. Lynch’s racialist views on 
justice should have disqualified her as well. She has claimed that reasonable 
voter ID laws are racist and is pledged to continue lawsuits against them. 
Lynch has also said that discipline in schools has a racist, disparate impact 
on minority children.“ According to Lynch, being “tough on crime” is just 
code for being tough on blacks.’ During her confirmation hearings, Lynch 
declared that she believes illegal aliens have the same rights to work as 
American citizens, and that she didn’t believe Obama’s unilateral executive 
amnesty was, in fact, amnesty. 


While Lynch is clearly just like Holder in her radical views on racial 
issues, she’s also well-suited to continue Holder’s policy of very selective 
law enforcement. As U.S. Attorney for the Eastern District of New York, 
Lynch signed off on mega-bank HSBC’s avoiding prosecution for their 
massive money laundering for drug cartels and State-sponsors of terrorism 
—a fact she omitted from her Senate questionnaire.** HSBC was, according 
to Lynch’s then-boss Eric Holder, too big to prosecute. Lynch’s tenure, as of 
this writing, has included many other bouts of radical partisanship, including 
a pledge to defend states that criminalize speech against climate change 
doctrine, a push to prosecute states that attempt to defend religious liberty 
on issues like gay marriage and gender identification, and an aggressive 
interventionist policy against states attempting to enact voter ID laws. None 
of this should be surprising given her past views, and none of it will stop 
until she is replaced. 


11.Giving Up U.S. Control of the Internet 


Thus far, we’ve seen Obama act is a divisive figure, inflaming racial 
tensions, using tragedies to score political points, and punishing states that 
don’t back his agenda. But surely, on the issue of technology, America’s 
first presidential candidate to announce on Twitter would be a better fit and 
make better choices, right? Not so much. 


In March of 2014, the Obama administration announced that the United 
States would begin to relinquish oversight of the Internet Corporation for 
Assigned Names and Numbers (ICANN), which oversees the assignment of 
domain names—paving the way for an international organization (most 
likely the UN's International Telecommunication Union) to take over.= 
There are many good reasons why this is a bad idea. The Wall Street 
Journal’s L. Gordon Crovitz explained: “Russia, China and other 
authoritarian governments have already been working to redesign the 
Internet more to their liking, and now they will no doubt leap to fill the 
power vacuum caused by America's unilateral retreat.”= 


The U.S. role in protecting the open Internet is similar to its role 
enforcing freedom of the seas. The U.S. has used its power over the 
Internet exclusively to protect the interconnected networks from being 
closed off, just as the U.S. Navy protects sea lanes. Imagine the alarm 
if America suddenly announced that it would no longer patrol the 


world's oceans.= 


What can we expect if the International Telecommunication Union (ITU) 
takes over the role of overseeing the internet? Nothing good; nothing in 
favor of freedom, to be sure. During a 2012 conference, countries in the ITU 
voted in favor of a treaty giving governments the authority to block citizens’ 


access to the global internet. But, that’s not all. 


In the past few years, Russia and China have used [the ITU] to 
challenge the open Internet. They have lobbied for the ITU to replace 
Washington as the Icann [sic] overseer. They want the ITU to outlaw 
anonymity on the Web (to make identifying dissidents easier) and to 
add a fee charged to providers when people gain access to the Web 
"internationally"—in effect, a tax on U.S.-based sites such as Google 
and Facebook. The unspoken aim is to discourage global Internet 
companies from giving everyone equal access.¥ 


If this is a gesture to the global community by Obama in light of the NSA 
scandal, internet freedom seems like a huge price to pay. Ceding oversight 
of the internet to an international agency will harm freedom, harm America 
and make tyrannical regimes worldwide far more powerful in the arena of 
ideas. 


12.Net Neutrality 


Obama’s lack of understanding of the appeal of the internet, and its 
crucial role in promoting human freedom and flourishing, is even better- 
highlighted by his administration’s support of so-called “Net Neutrality”. 
Ignoring the desires of the American people, and the requirements of the 
Constitution, in 2014, Obama began pressuring the Federal Communications 
Commission to regulate the internet as a public utility using authority 
granted under Title II of the Communications Act of 1934. The innocuously 
termed “net neutrality” would not only give the government more control 
over the internet, but would also tax internet usage itself.’ According to Phil 
Kerpen, a leading free-market policy analyst and advocate, Obama’s plan 
“includes a new 16.1 percent tax on your Internet bill that would 
automatically rise every three months — all without the approval of the 
people’s elected representatives in Congress.”= As the taxes increased, 
private investment would suffer, causing price increases to accelerate. 


Michael Mandel, the chief economic strategist for the Progressive Policy 
Institute, said that Obama’s plan for Title II regulation of the Internet is bad 
for the economy and “putting the Federal Communications Commission in 
charge of regulating broadband rates and micromanaging Web services, as 
the president proposes, would slow innovation and raise costs.”59 
According to FCC Commissioner Ajit Pai, the public is being deliberately 
mislead by the FCC about the scope of net neutrality. According to Pai, 
Obama’s plans would give the FCC the “power to micromanage virtually 
every aspect of how the Internet works,” including regulating prices.” 


Obama claimed that these new rules would “keep the Internet open and 
free,” but, given that a whopping 61 percent of Americans oppose his 


version of “net neutrality”, it’s clear that the public didn’t buy it. Of 
course, Obama has never been one to let public opinion or the Constitution 
get in his way. When Republicans in Congress attempted to build up support 
for legislation countering the excessive Obama-backed rules changes, the 
Obama administration, true to form, declared legislation wasn't necessary 
because, they claimed, the FCC already had authority to change the rules 
under Title 11.2 


Thankfully, in 2015, the FCC chose to implement a far less punitive, far 
more limited version of Net Neutrality which stuck to the idea that the 
internet should be open and unfettered by corporate gamesmanship.© Their 
rules were 400 pages long, but contained no significant tax increases and 
excised the vast majority of the antiquated Title II regulations. The FCC did 
its job admirably under the circumstances, but pressure from Obama nearly 
capsized the internet in a sea of red tape and taxes. Battles like this highlight 
the enormous power that the nation’s chief executive holds over Americans 
that cannot by countered by the other branches and the necessity of selecting 
a president who believes, as Calvin Coolidge did, that the less he does to 
wield that power, the better off we'll be. 


13.Releasing Criminal Illegal Aliens 


The American people have a wide variety of views on the matter of 
immigration. Obama is certainly not alone in believing amnesty is the right 
thing to do. But, releasing convicted violent criminals who entered the 
United States illegally is not in the best interest of American citizens — this 
should not be a controversial position. Yet, Obama, in his quest for amnesty, 
has done just that. 


Over 36,000 convicted criminal aliens awaiting deportation proceedings 
were released in 2013 by U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement 
(ICE). According to a report by the Center for Immigration Studies, many of 
the criminals released had been convicted of serious crimes, including 193 
homicides, 426 sexual assaults, 303 kidnappings, 1,075 aggravated assaults, 
and an astounding 15,635 DUIs. Other convicts released had been found 
guilty of robbery, arson, assault, sex offenses, larceny, and burglary. In 
addition to the 36,000 awaiting deportation proceedings, the Obama 
administration also caught and released 68,000 criminal aliens in 2013 who 
weren’t put into deportation proceedings. 


According to Jessica M. Vaughn, the Director of Policy Studies at the 
Center for Immigration Studies, the policies of the Obama administration 
“frequently have allowed political considerations to trump public safety 
factors and, as a result, aliens with serious criminal convictions have been 
allowed to return to the streets instead of being removed to their home 


countries.”& 


Obama has argued that changing our immigration policy is “the right 
thing to do for our economy, our security, and our future.”® Only in the 
Obama administration could releasing tens of thousands of convicted 
criminals back into the U.S. population just because they are illegal aliens be 
considered “the right thing to do” for our security. 


14.The Border Crisis 


Obama’s lack of understanding regarding the mechanics of immigration 
didn’t stop with freeing criminals for political purposes. In 2012, having 
been unable to get the DREAM Act through Congress, he did so via 
executive order instead. Despite this usurpation of the Constitution, he 
called it “the right thing to do.” With the federal government no longer 
deporting young illegal immigrants, what’s the worst that could happen? 


What happened was a massive wave of “unaccompanied minors” illegally 
crossing the border into the United States in 2014 and 2015.8 These 
unaccompanied young illegal aliens not only included innocent young 
children and toddlers, but also criminal gangs.@ More than 100,000 illegal 
alien minors have crossed the border from Central America—a full-blown 
border crisis.“ These illegal aliens are often found to be ill, sometimes with 
diseases as serious as tuberculosis and measles.4 Some may have family or 
friends in the United States already, others appear to have been sent north in 
the hope that their families will be able to follow once Obama grants them 
amnesty. Border Patrol forces are overwhelmed, local communities are 
feeling the bite of increased spending on law enforcement and health care to 
deal with the kids, and, in the chaos, we are at grave risk that criminals and 
terrorists may join the flood and enter the United States.? 


In response to the crisis, Obama not only refused to visit the border, but 
he went on vacation.2 Fingers were pointed at George W. Bush and the 
Republicans for the ongoing crisis.“ When not blaming Bush and the GOP, 
the White House was claiming that “today, border security is stronger than it 
ever has been.” Depending on how you look at the situation at the border, 
Obama simultaneously wanted all the credit and none of the blame. 


As much as Obama doesn’t want to accept blame for the border crisis, a 
joint report from the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) and 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) contradicted publicly made 
claims about the cause of the crisis. According to the report, the lack of 
deportations is a significant factor for the influx of Central American minors 
coming into the United States illegally.” 


Evidence also suggests that the Obama administration anticipated the 


crisis well before it exploded. In January 2014, the Department of Homeland 
Security posted a Request for Information (RFI) for “Escort Services for 
Unaccompanied Alien Children.” 


The border crisis is the result of bad policies enacted by Obama via 
executive action. Nevertheless, Obama refused to accept any responsibility 
for the crisis and, by all appearances, isn’t taking it seriously. Meanwhile, 
the crisis continues to get worse, America becomes less secure each day 
along the border, and the long-term costs to the American people and the 
illegal aliens continues to grow. 


15.Executive Amnesty 


Obama still wasn’t done with immigration, though. We just discussed his 
decision to grant amnesty to illegal immigrants who arrived here as children 
—a move he argued was within the limits of his authority, though many 
people doubted his claim.’ Possibly to deflect such criticism, Obama 
continued to make the case that he couldn’t unilaterally change immigration 
laws, insisting that it was a problem for Congress to solve.” However, after 
Congress failed to pass immigration reform, Obama began to threaten to use 
executive action to grant amnesty to illegals.“° Worried that such a move 
would make an already treacherous electoral environment even worse for 
Democrats, Obama waited until after the 2014 midterms to formally 
announce another executive action on immigration. This time, he granted 
amnesty to as many as five million illegal immigrants.©! 


With the announcement, President Obama had truly stretched his 
executive authority beyond the breaking point. But, you don’t need to take 
our word for it, one just needs to ask Barack Obama. As a candidate for 
president, he said, “I take the Constitution very seriously. The biggest 
problems that we’re facing right now have to do with [the president] trying 
to bring more and more power into the executive branch and not go through 
Congress at all. And that’s what I intend to reverse when I’m President of 
the United States of America.”® For years as president, he repeatedly 
acknowledged the limitations on his executive powers, including acting 
alone on amnesty. “I am president, I am not king. [...] I can't just make the 
laws up by myself.”= Yet, that is ultimately what he did, once the 2014 
midterms were over. 


Freed from the need to even pretend to care about what the law says or 
what the people want, Obama’s post-election amnesty was both 
unconstitutional and unprecedented. According to Mark Krikorian, the 
executive director of the Center for Immigration Studies, unlike Obama’s 
unilateral executive amnesty, previous executive actions on immigration by 
Ronald Reagan and George H.W. Bush “were modest attempts at faithfully 


executing legislation duly enacted by Congress.”™ Leaked documents also 
indicate that border patrol agents were being trained to hold the vast 
majority of illegal immigrants as off-limits to deportation®® The 
consequences of Obama’s amnesty are quite serious and severe. States stand 
to lose potentially billions of dollars when illegal immigrants granted 
amnesty protections use state services and _ benefits, including 
unemployment benefits, at the expense of taxpaying citizens and legal 
immigrants.®° The IRS also ruled that illegal immigrants granted amnesty 
would be eligible for tax refunds, even if they didn’t pay taxes.’ Illegal 
immigrants would also be able to get driver’s licenses and social security 
numbers, making it easier for them the vote in elections.’ That is certainly 
no coincidence. 


In February of 2015, federal judge Andrew S. Hanen blocked 
implementation of Obama’s amnesty“ That didn’t stop Obama from 
threatening Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) officials with 
unspecified “consequences” if they didn’t follow his amnesty rules.~ In 
April of 2015, Hanen refused the Obama administration’s appeal of his 
earlier ruling, 7 According to Hanen, Obama’s threat of punishment for 
those who enforce our immigration laws amounts to “total non- 
enforcement” of the law. He also accused the Obama administration of 
misleading him when they claimed no part of Obama’s amnesty had been 
implemented yet. We will all get to see just how far into law-breaking 
President Obama wants to go. After all, Obama needs these new recipients 
of government benefits voting for the Democratic Party, and he certainly 
hasn’t let the rule of law get in is way so far. 


16.Common Core through Bribery 


Since the No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB) was passed in 2001, schools 
have had to meet certain requirements in mathematics, reading and writing, 
as set by their state in order to maintain federal funding. Obama promised to 
reform the program to make it more effective. His plan for reforming NCLB 
was a full embrace of “Common Core” standards — essentially, the 
establishment of a Federal monopoly on education standards. 


States were essentially bribed into accepting Common Core standards 
with Race to The Top grant money and with NCLB waivers.” As of this 
writing, all but nine states have adopted and maintain common core 
standards, most of them in response to such bribes — the number reached as 
high as 46 with common core curricula before the backlash began and 
Oklahoma led the charge to opt out. Obama administration But, according to 
the Heritage Foundation, the Obama administration didn’t actually have the 
power to bribe the states in this manner: 


[...]Jthe Secretary of Education has waiver authority under NCLB 
statute, but that authority does not extend to granting waivers in 
exchange for adopting Administration-approved policy. Rather than 
pursuing policy change through the reauthorization of NCLB, the 
Department circumvented Congress by granting waivers from the 


law 


Since Common Core began replacing state education standards in 2010, 
there has been plenty of criticism from both right and left-leaning states 
about what is seen as a federal takeover of education. The problems with the 
Common Core curriculum and standards have become increasingly apparent 
and too numerous to list here, but they range from the absurd (Hunger 
Games is considered more complex literature than The Grapes of Wrath™) 
to the frightening (getting the right answer to a math problem isn’t as 
important as the kids at least thinking about what they got wrong®’), Even 
Common Core’s earliest proponents have found themselves no longer 
supporting Obama’s favored education standards, and have called for 
changes, and delays. Sounds a lot like the botched Obamacare rollout... 
except, in this case, Obama can’t share any blame with congressional 
Democrats. 


17.Inaction on Housing Foreclosures 


We’ve already covered a lot of ground, domestically, but what of the 
problem that caused the 2007/2008 financial collapse — what of home 
foreclosures? In 2006, there were 717,522 foreclosure filings on American 
homes. After the housing crash, this jumped up to the 2.8 million range for 
2009 and 2010 as the housing market appeared to hit a bottom. 


All through 2012, there was a lot of happy talk in the media about a 
housing recovery, but for 2012, the number of properties subjected to 
foreclosure was still a staggering 1.8 million.2 The happy talk was, of 
course, at the service of Obama’s reelection effort but, around the country, 
foreclosures continue to affect Americans. Fifty-seven percent of the metro 


areas monitored by RealtyTrac showed an increase in foreclosure activity ~~ 


In 2013, the overall picture of the housing market improved slightly, but 
remained bleak. There were 1.36 million foreclosures, nineteen percent of 
all homes were rated as “deeply underwater” on their mortgages, and overall 
foreclosures were still above the norm for a healthy economy. Adding to 
this bad news, RealtyTrac figures show that the pace of foreclosures started 
to rise again in early 2014. Too many people tried desperately in the 
stagnant Obama economy to save their homes, but found few options. 
Unable to refinance, unable to sell and also unable to afford their homes due 
to job cuts, pay cuts and tax hikes, people are now throwing in the towel and 


giving their homes back to the banks. 


While Obama was shoveling huge amounts of taxpayer dollars into 
General Motors and the big banks, when it came to helping out average 
American homeowners, he suddenly discovered that it was time to be 
cautious. He never backed legislation to force lenders to come to terms with 
borrowers whose homes were worth vastly less than the mortgage amount, 
nor did he pay attention to homeowners who found that lenders were being 
very uncooperative in working out deals to stave off foreclosure. It seems 
strange that a populist figure like Obama would miss such easy chances to 
help struggling Americans deal with the loss of equity that came with the 
real estate market bust, but, as we’ve already discussed, Obama isn’t much 
of a populist once the campaign ends. 


18.Collapse of Home Values 


In September of 2012, the average value of an American home had 
climbed back to prices last seen in 2003.14 This is actually considered an 
improvement because, earlier in the Obama administration, prices had 
dropped, in some estimates, to levels not seen since the 1990s. This means 
most people who bought a home from about 2004 until the housing collapse 
in 2007 now own a home worth less than they paid for it. For most 
Americans, their home is their largest source of wealth, so this collapse in 
home values has been devastating, especially to the middle class. 
Furthermore, the slight rise in home values since 2010 has been built on 
financial sand. As it turns out, when the US taxpayer was forced to bail out 
the failed Freddie Mac and Fannie Mae lenders, most of the money wound 
up being used to merely transfer the bad loans to the Federal Housing 
Administration (FHA). As a lot of the loans were non-performing when sent 
to the FHA and the economy has not improved, all that this accomplished 
was to move the disaster from one government-backed entity to another. 


The only way this would have worked is with a bullish economy. If we’d 
had economic growth of 4 or 5 percent per year since the end of the 
recession, this would not have been a problem, but we didn’t have that. Our 
anemic growth has not only stunted American wages and reduced American 
employment; it has also ensured that the FHA will require repeated bailouts. 
In 2012, FHA was over-leveraged as badly as Lehman Brothers was before 
its collapse triggered the 2008 financial crisis.“ As a result, in 2013, the 
FHA needed a $1.7 billion bailout to cover their losses from troubled loans 
—it was the first time in its 79-year history that it needed a bailout“? And, 
following this bailout, the stagnation in real estate values has continued, 
meaning it’s only a matter of time before another taxpayer-funded giveaway 
to the FHA is required. 


19.0bama’s Supreme Court Nominees 


The Supreme Court of the United States experienced two vacancies 
during Obama’s first term, and while there was no question that Obama 
would see his nominees confirmed by the Democrat-controlled Senate, there 
are some serious questions as to whether his two nominees should have been 
chosen in the first place. 


After the retirement of Justice David Souter in 2009, Barack Obama 
nominated Sonia Sotomayor to replace him. Controversy soon arose when 
her comments on how gender and nationality can and should bias one’s 
judgment in interpreting the law were exposed. Sotomayor said, several 
times over the years, that she hoped that “a wise Latina woman with the 
richness of her experiences would more often than not reach a better 
conclusion than a white male who hasn't lived that life.”!” Her past writings 
and associations also raised questions about her attitude towards race and 
equal justice under the law. As a college student, Sotomayor described 
herself as a Puerto Rican nationalist, and had clearly negative attitudes 
toward the United States1% According to Obama’s own Department of 
Homeland Security, Puerto Rican nationalists are potential domestic 


terrorists. 12 


Obama’s second chance to nominate someone for the Supreme Court 
came when Justice John Paul Stevens retired. This time, he nominated his 
Solicitor General, Elena Kagan. Alas, she too has a radical past — this time 
as an activist opposed to the US Military. While dean of Harvard Law 
School, Elena Kagan banned military recruiters from campus in protest over 
the military’s now-defunct “don’t-ask-don’t-tell” policy regarding 
homosexuals. According to Elaine Donnelly of the Center for Military 
Readiness, Kagan’s “only significant record indicates deliberate hostility 
and opposition to laws protecting the culture and best interests of the 
American military.’ Veterans were not the only group outraged by the 
nomination. The group ‘9/11 Families’ took issue with the fact that, as 
Obama’s Solicitor General, she helped to shield the Saudi royal family from 


lawsuits for their alleged role in funding the terrorist attacks. U! 


Sotomayor’s radical racialist views, and Kagan’s anti-military record cast 
them far outside the mainstream of American values and jurisprudence. That 
Obama selected them for lifetime appointments to the highest court in the 
country says a lot about just how out of the mainstream he really is. 


20.War on Coal 


We’ll talk more about the economy later, but let’s also take a moment to 
consider the impact Obama has had on our energy bills since he took office, 
since it’s a leading concern for many Americans who are struggling to get 


by. Coal is, by far, the largest source of electricity production in the United 
States. As of 2011, coal produced forty-two percent of America’s electricity, 
with the next highest source being natural gas at twenty-five percent. 
“Renewables”, Obama’s much-touted “green energy’, provided only 
thirteen percent. And while coal, as a source of electricity, has become less 
prevalent over the years (it was at a peak of fifty-three percent in the 1990s), 
it is still projected to provide fully thirty-five percent of our electricity in 
2040, at a time when “renewables” will still only account for sixteen 
percent“ Given its ubiquity, great care should be taken by the United 
States government to ensure a steady supply of coal in the short term. But 
that is not how Obama sees it: he believes that coal is a critical threat to the 
environment and has taken it upon himself to destroy the coal industry 
before his tenure is at an end. 


In fact, that was one of Obama’s 2008 campaign promises: he stated that 
anyone could build a coal-fired electricity plant, if they wanted, but that his 
policies would bankrupt them.+4 In this, we have a definite promise kept by 
Obama: he has gone after the coal industry as if it were the source of all evil 
in the world. Using the heavy club of the Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA), Obama has made it so that more than 200 coal-fired power plants 


will shut down over the next three to five years. 


There is no word from Obama on what will replace these coal-fired power 
plants, nor what average, working folks will do as they either suffer 
blackouts or have their power bill shoot up as more expensive sources of 
electricity are used, nor what his plans are to replace the divot his policies 
have left in the struggling economies of coal-producing states like 
Kentucky, West Virginia, and Pennsylvania. 


21.War on Oil 


While Obama has lavished taxpayer money on “green energy”, he has 
been an enemy of the American oil industry. When Obama took office, the 
national average gas price was under $2.00 per gallon. Obama set about 
“correcting” this as soon as he could. 


Using the 2010 BP oil spill in the Gulf of Mexico as a pretext, President 
Obama issued a moratorium on offshore oil drilling, ostensibly so that 
drilling procedures could be reviewed to ensure safety. But Obama’s 2010 
budget proposal, submitted to Congress two months before the BP oil spill, 
indicated that government revenues from offshore oil drilling would drop 
from $1.5 billion in 2009 to $413 million in 2015. Obama clearly envisioned 
big restrictions on offshore drilling, he just needed an environmental disaster 


to use as political cover.” 


After the moratorium was issued, gas prices, which were already creeping 


back up, spiked to nearly $4.00 a gallon’ The national average gas price 


would stay above $3.00 per gallon for a record 1,410 days, which stymied 


the struggling economic recovery. 


Obama also opposed the Keystone XL pipeline, which would deliver 
700,000 barrels a day of crude oil from Canada to coastal Texas oil 
refineries and create an estimated 20,000 jobs. Obama delayed making a 
final decision until after the 2014 midterm elections. Of course, after 
Republicans won control of the Senate, Obama threatened to veto any bill 
approving construction of the pipeline.’ Later, he made good on that threat, 
stating: 


Because this act of Congress conflicts with established executive 
branch procedures and cuts short thorough consideration of issues that 
could bear on our national interest -- including our security, safety, 


and environment -- it has earned my veto+2 


Never mind the fact that a State Department environmental impact study 
on the proposed pipeline and concluded that not only would it have minimal 


impact on greenhouse gas emission, but it would create thousands of jobs!’. 


Obama’s war on oil didn’t stop there. He has done as much as possible to 
slow down, if not stop, oil production in the United States. His 
administration cut back the amount of federal land available for shale oil 
production,! and blocked oil exploration in Alaska, a potential source of an 
estimated 27 billion barrels of oil and thousands of jobs. Federal drilling 
permits have also been delayed. It’s no surprise that, on Obama’s watch, oil 
and natural gas production on federal land went down 6 percent and 28 
percent. Oil and natural gas production on private and state land, however, 
went up 61 percent and 33 percent. Not that Obama hasn’t tried to get in 
the way of private sector efforts. In 2011 he proposed more than $60 billion 
in tax and fee increases on American energy production, and in 2012, 
Obama proposed exempting oil and gas companies from eligibility to 


receive a tax credit that encourages domestic manufacturing.?> 


Thanks to the boom in private oil and natural gas production, Americans 
finally got the much-needed relief at the gas pump in 2014. According to the 
AAA, the plunge in gas prices saves American drivers more than $500 
million per day.’ It’s a good thing Obama’s war on oil failed; otherwise, 
the slim economic recovery we’ve managed may never have come at all. 


22.Title IX Abuses 


In George Orwell’s famous dystopian tale 1984, the Ministry of Truth 
has, as its primary objective, the job of manipulating the language to suit the 
needs of the bureaucracy (not to mention the rewriting of history to create a 


narrative that suits those same needs). Obama has, on more than one 
occasion, embodied this vision with alarming accuracy by simply altering 
the interpretation of an existing law, then using the full force of the federal 
government to impose his new interpretations on the country. Elsewhere in 
this book, we discuss similar tactics he used when dealing with immigration 
reform, gun control, and the environment, but perhaps his most blatant foray 
into the rewriting of decades-old legislation is his treatment of Title IX and 
the Civil Rights Act regarding gender issues. 


The Obama administration expanded Title [X’s definition of sexual 
harassment as “any unwelcome conduct of a sexual nature,” making 
colleges and university responsible for sexual harassment and assaults that 
occur both on and off-campus, and lowering the standards of evidence to 
prove the guilt of the accused. According to Jessica Gavora, a former senior 
policy advisor at the Department of Justice, Obama’s new standards 
effectively killed protections for academic freedom and free expression on 


college campuses. 


When North Carolina’s House Bill 2 (H.B.2.) brought the issue of 
“gender expression” and bathroom usage into the national spotlight in 2016, 
the Obama administration again overstepped its authority by unilaterally 
redefining existing laws. On May 4, 2016, Obama’s Justice Department, 
headed by Loretta Lynch, wrote a letter to Governor McCrory informing 
him that “as a result of compliance with and implementation of North 
Carolina House Bill 2 (“H.B. 2”), both you and the State of North Carolina 
are in violation of Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964.” While Title VII 
makes it unlawful to discriminate based on (biological) sex, it does not say 
or imply that individuals can use whatever bathroom or locker rooms they 
want based on “gender identity” or “gender expression.” This redefinition 
also conflates sex with gender, which is expressly not mentioned in the 
CRA. 


The Obama administration doubled down just over a week later when it 
declared that the departments of Justice and Education will both “treat a 
student’s gender identity as the student’s sex for purposes of enforcing Title 
IX,” and issued a directive to all public school districts in the country to 
allow students to use the bathrooms matching their “gender identity.” Let’s 
leave aside the implications a decision like this has for states attempting to 
exercise their right to define their public education systems as they see fit, as 
should be guaranteed by the 10th Amendment to the Constitution. Title [X 
only makes reference to biological sex, not “gender identity” or “gender 
expression,” ergo, this decree amounts to rewriting Title IX without the 
assent of Congress.’ Even though Obama clearly believes sex and gender 
are entirely different, that didn’t stop him from treating them as the same in 


order to redefine a decades-old law when it suited his needs. 


Obama publicly defended his directive by stating, “I think that it is part of 
our obligation as a society to make sure that everybody is treated fairly, and 
our kids are all loved, and that they’re protected and that their dignity is 
affirmed.”° The dignity and privacy of women and young girls who don’t 
want to share bathrooms and changing facilities with men, however, 
apparently isn’t relevant. The New York Times noted that the Obama 
administration directive, “does not have the force of law, but it contains an 
implicit threat: Schools that do not abide by the Obama administration’s 
interpretation of the law could face lawsuits or a loss of federal aid.”!2! 
Despite the threat of losing federal aid, state and local officials across 
America pushed back against Obama’s transgender bathroom decree. As of 
this writing, twelve states, including North Carolina, have publicly spoken 
against Obama’s instruction, and have promised to challenge it-42 


According to Mario Loyola, a senior fellow at the Wisconsin Institute for 
Law, Obama’s reinterpretation of Title [X, is an egregious abuse of power. 
“In order to ‘change the law,’ the Obama administration simply pretends 
that a 1972 act of Congress means whatever the latest progressive fashion 
trend requires it to mean — even though not a single member of Congress in 
1972 would have supported the new “interpretation,” much less voted for a 
law expressly stating what the Obama administration now claims the law 
says.”33 


23.Climate Change Radicalism 


This book is not meant as an indictment of left-wing ideas and policies, 
per say, but as a condemnation for the particularly unlawful, ineffective, or 
otherwise bafflingly illogical approaches that Obama and his administration 
have taken to achieving their goals. This tendency toward extremism and 
unlawfulness is perhaps most apparent on the issue of climate change. 
Obama’s “colosseum” speech at the Democratic National Convention in 
Denver in 2008 included a now-infamous promise, “We’ll be able to look 
back and say [...] this was the moment when the rise of the oceans began to 
slow and our planet began to heal [...].” “4 


He fancied himself the savior of the Earth’s climate system in those days, 
and has gone to extraordinary lengths to leave a legacy of climate change 
activism despite opposition from Congress, the courts, other nations, and the 
American people. In service to Obama’s belief that climate change is our 
biggest threat, even as ISIS marches through the Middle East slaughtering 
by the thousands, he has spent his entire presidency pushing policies which 
are an outrage against common sense. We’ve already mentioned a couple of 
his worst mistakes in the green jobs sphere, but let’s recap the whole sorry 


list: 


*He and his representatives and appointees, including Secretary of 
State John Kerry, have repeatedly made the claim that climate change 


is a bigger threat than terrorism. 


*He and his surrogates have, on many occasions, linked Islamic 
terrorism to climate change, making the ludicrous claim that Jihadis 


would be less prone to violence if there weren’t a Syrian drought. 


*He and his cronies throughout the green energy sphere have wasted 
billions on renewable energy boondoggles from ABC batteries to 
Solyndra to solar and wind projects now in the process of shutting 


down. 


¢While our men and women fight in our defense, Obama ordered the 
Defense Department to implement Directives that make climate change 


preparedness a priority for troops. 


¢While claiming that the right was anti-science, he has filled the budget 
of NASA with climate change pork, denying the agency its core 


mission: space exploration.” 


*He and his friends at the highest levels of the Department of Energy 
and the EPA have targeted coal country for extermination—the former 
head of the EPA even said that people resisting the anti-coal push 
should be ‘crucified’. 


*Attorney General Loretta Lynch has indicated that her DOJ would act 
to support state initiatives to target climate ‘deniers’ with prosecution 
and civil lawsuits and intends to defend states pursuing such laws in 


court 


*The Obama administration has shifted funds intended for military 


improvements to climate change causes.” 


*He has made carbon dioxide a pollutant by executive fiat despite its 
healthful benefits to biomass productivity, subjecting the entire energy 
sector to massive regulatory burdens and limits on their productivity in 
the process.“ The EPA was instructed to pursue that policy—carbon 
dioxide was officially branded a pollutant in 2009 and subsequent 
efforts were heavily focused on using this designation to control the 


energy sector 4 


*He failed to get cap and trade passed through Congress, so he tried to 
start the process in the energy-guzzling Northeast Corridor by creating 


an interstate energy cooperative.“ The Supreme Court issued a stay on 


this so-called “clean power plan” - which boils down to a regional cap 
and trade system - in February of 2016. 


*Without the approval of Congress, he entered the US into an 
international climate change mitigation treaty in 2015. Such an action 


is illegal by the United States Constitution 


eAnd in 2016, he diverted funds that were initially earmarked for 
infectious disease control to climate change research, just as the Zika 
virus was threatening to break across the US border into Texas and 
Congress was forced to appropriate further discretionary spending to 
combat Zika.“8 


Doing even a few of these things would mark Obama a zealot on this 
issue, and this list is hardly exhaustive. The entire Obama Presidency has 
been marked by a dogmatic obsession with climate change as the go-to 
explanation for every wrong, the first argument in favor of every new 
regulation, and the first deflection for every personal failing. The lengths to 
which Obama and his surrogates are willing to go - the logic they’ll bend - 
to bring the conversation back to climate change often defy belief. But more 
importantly, the law seems to be no object to a man that obsessed. 


Personal Corruption 


Many of the most highly discussed political scandals to shake the Obama 
administration during his tenure have been bureaucratic failures, failures of 
leadership, the incompetence of government agencies, or corruption that 
could not be linked to Obama alone. We’ll talk much more about those 
examples of government corruption and bloat in later chapters, but, first, 
we'd like to focus on Obama’s personal corruption and greed — much of 
which has flown largely under the radar. Obama, more than any past 
President, has lived a life of privilege, opulence, and self-involved petulance 
that Americans view with increasing disgust as his time in office nears its 
end. 


We’ve tracked down some of the finest examples of corruption, greed, 
and abuse of power initiated by the President directly. This is far from 
exhaustive, and there will be other examples as the book progresses, but this 
group should give you a feel for the quality of Obama’s character once he 
got a seat at the golden banquet table. We trust you’ll agree with us — it isn’t 


pretty. 
24.An Opaque Administration 


We’ll start by discussing the tone Obama set for his administration. It is 
from his personality that his senior advisers and handlers take their cues, and 
a keen observer can tell a lot about a leader’s character by how he chooses 
to run his affairs. In 2007, then-U.S. Senator Barack Obama said that as 
President, he would have the most transparent and accountable 
administration in history — a promise that liberty-minded Americans dearly 
hoped he’d keep. He even promised that he would post all bills online for 
five days prior to signing them. This would allow the American people to 
see what is being proposed and to comment on it, thus giving the President 
greater input on whether a particular bill should be signed. It would have 
been a great precedent to set for the presidency, but Obama managed to 
break this promise a mere nine days after assuming office. On January 29, 
2009, President Obama signed the Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay Act, which had 
been passed by Congress only two days earlier. When Obama broke his 
promise the second time (on the signing of an expanded S-CHIP law on 
February 4, 2009), administration officials were asked why. The explanation 
was that it was “too difficult” to get the legislation up online for five days 
prior to signing and that they were working on the problem. Apparently, 
they are still working on this, because bills sti// aren’t posted five days prior 
to signing. 


Obama’s broken promise on transparency doesn’t end there. On his first 
day in office, Obama issued a presidential memorandum instructing federal 


agencies “to usher in a new era of open Government.” He also issued an 
executive order reversing changes to the Presidential Records Act made by 
the previous administration, claiming to hold himself and his records “to a 
new standard of openness.”!©? In retrospect, this seemed to have more to do 
with implying that his predecessor ran a secretive government than with 
making his own government transparent. A 2012 analysis by Bloomberg 
News found that the Obama administration failed to meet his own alleged 
standard of transparency.!=! Despite that seemingly sincere call on his first 
day for a more open government, the Obama White House also spent years 
fighting the release of the White House visitor logs from his inauguration to 


September 2009.4? 


Obama also doesn’t let the media photograph certain events, preferring 
instead to have the White House release official photos. According to the 
White House Correspondents Association, this practice sets “a troubling 
precedent with a direct and adverse impact on the public’s ability to 
independently monitor and see what its government is doing.”=? When the 
President of the United States is requiring the press to use propaganda in its 
reporting on White House business, we’re in a heap of trouble already. And 
we’re just getting started. 


25.Excessive and Lavish Taxpayer-Funded Vacations 


The presidency is probably the most stressful job in the world and each 
president has found the need to vacation while in office. No one complains 
about that and everyone understands that if a president doesn’t sometimes 
decompress and renew his energy, he will not be an effective leader. But, 
with Obama, vacations have become so frequent and lavish that we must 
question whether Obama views the presidency as the most important job in 
the world, or as a way to live a swank lifestyle. 


By March 2015, Obama and his family had taken 38 vacations, according 
to one estimate. This, of course, does not include Obama’s hundreds of golf 
outings. George W. Bush was an avid golfer but, by the end of his 
presidency, but he’d only hit the links about 100 times, most of which were 
in his first year in office. Obama is well over 300 now. But that’s petty time- 
wasting compared to the Obama family travel schedule. Those vacations 
have not only been numerous, but also costly to the taxpayers. While 
average Americans have struggled in the Obama economy, tens of millions 


of tax dollars have funded Obama’s lavish vacations.=4 


Obama’s defenders are quick to point to Obama’s predecessor, George W. 
Bush, for his frequent trips to his ranch in Crawford, Texas. Of course, they 
neglect to mention that Bush consistently conducted White House business 
there, including hosting foreign dignitaries and members of his cabinet, a 


stark contrast to the lavish vacations of the Obamas. 


Some of the more notable vacations include Michelle Obama’s luxury trip 
to Spain in the summer of 2010, which cost taxpayers $467,585,+°> and the 
African safari in June 2011 that cost $424,000.42 The Obama family went 
on a 20-day vacation in Hawaii in December of 2012 that cost American 
taxpayers a whopping $4 million dollars’ Showing his complete contempt 
for the American taxpayer, during the height of the “fiscal cliff’ 
negotiations, Obama spent taxpayer dollars flying back from his Hawaii 
vacation to DC and then spent more flying back to Hawaii after Congress 
enacted the “fix” to the fiscal cliff. The estimated cost of all this jet-setting: 
$3 million.“ 

In 2013, Obama averaged more than one vacation per month,-® including 
trips to Hawaii and Martha’s Vineyard, and a Jay Leno appearance — those 
extravagances cost taxpayers $7.4 million. As Obama’s days in the White 
House are closer to their end, the pace of Obama’s vacations hasn’t shown 
signs of slowing down. Between November 2014 and February of 2015, the 
Obamas took another three vacations*@ Another $12 million Martha’s 
Vineyard mansion was booked for the First Family for the summer of 


2015.18 


The worst aspect of the Obama family’s frequent and expensive vacations 
is the insensitivity shown towards Americans that are still struggling to get 
by because of Obama’s inability to fix the economy. In 2009, the term 
“staycation’ was added to Merriam-Webster’s Collegiate Dictionary due to 
the popularity of local day trips or home vacations in lieu of longer trips 
away from home because of the bad economy.42 Perhaps Obama should 


have shown a little more empathy for his fellow Americans? 
26.Campaigning On Taxpayer Money 


Presidents of the United States are provided taxpayer-funded security and 
the use of Air Force One — both are job necessities. But, when a president 
runs for reelection, their campaigns are expected to pay the costs of 
campaign trips, including those costs borne by local governments to provide 
security. But, there is a gray area. By combining campaign trips with official 
business, the costs can be shared, or even completely covered by taxpayers. 


Past presidents running for reelection have combined official White 
House trips with campaign events (thus sharing the cost of the trips between 
their campaigns and taxpayers), but Barack Obama made this practice an art 
form during his reelection campaign. 


When Obama attended a lavish celebrity-studded fundraiser in 
Manhattan, which raised $4.5 million for his campaign, the trip was partially 


funded by taxpayers because Obama made a short visit to Ground Zero for 
an official event. It was one of many such instances in which Obama had 
the taxpayers share the burden of paying for him to campaign around the 
country. 


When George W. Bush ran for reelection in 2004, he held a mere 57 
fundraisers. In the year following the launch of his reelection campaign, 
Barack Obama held 124, or about one every three days. A formal 
complaint by the Republican National Committee noted that alleged 
government-business events were occurring in battleground states and often 


resembled campaign rallies.4& 


Often, neither Obama’s campaign nor the Democratic National 
Committee would pay struggling cities for the costs they incurred for extra 
security provided for Obama. Some examples: 


*In the city of Westport, CT, Obama held a $35,800 per-person 
fundraiser in August of 2012. This resulted in additional costs to the 
city of $14,812 in overtime payments for police officers and 


firefighters. The Obama campaign refused to pay these costs.“ 


*In December 2012, the Obama campaign refused the request by the 
city of Portsmouth, NH to reimburse $30,000 in costs for a campaign 


stop in September.“ 


¢When both Barack Obama and Mitt Romney held separate fundraisers 
at Newport Beach, California in 2012, both campaigns were billed for 
the security costs for those political events. Romney’s campaign paid 


their bill. Obama’s campaign did not“2 


So, when Obama wasn’t having all taxpayers share the cost of his 
campaigning, he was sticking it to small cities and towns that have been 
struggling on his watch. These sorts of “perks” are hardly necessary for the 
functioning of government, and hardly becoming of a man who rails against 
the largesse of corporate CEOs. 


27.Giving Classified Information To Filmmakers 


Another handy way to up your reelection chances is to puff up your image 
in the entertainment media by bragging about your accomplishments, even if 
it means releasing classified information to Hollywood. Prior to the 2012 
election, it was revealed that the Obama administration might have provided 
classified information to filmmakers behind Zero Dark Thirty, a film on 
SEAL Team Six’s raid on Osama bin Laden. The Obama administration 
originally denied providing director Kathryn Bigelow and screenwriter Mark 
Boal classified information. It wasn’t until after the election that the Obama 


administration admitted giving those details to the filmmakers, and that it 
could have caused an “unnecessary security and counterintelligence risk.” 


Ironically, when some Senators and Obama administration officials were 
given an advance screening of the film, there were objections to the 
portrayals of enhanced interrogations (which Obama opposes) playing a key 
role in finding bin Laden. But no matter. The film was a critical flop — but a 
fantastic way of showcasing Obama’s role in the death of Osama bin Laden, 
and that’s all that mattered at the time. 


28.Taxpayer Dollars for Obama Donors 


Let’s not forget the time-honored custom of bribery when we talk about 
ways to gain that key electoral advantage. Selling access and influence has 
become the rule of the Obama administration. If you want Obama’s support, 
or a nomination, the best way to get it is to write a check. Since taking 
office, Obama has shown that the best way to get something done is to buy 
his support. Here are just a few examples that have come to light since 
Obama’s inauguration: 


*Donors to Obama’s campaigns have received back $21,000 in 


taxpayer money for each dollar they gave to Obama. 


*Obama’s donors have been awarded major government contracts for 
their firms and were given positions to advise the government on where 
government money should be spent. 


*Obama donors were literally given a seat at Obama’s table during the 
“fiscal cliff’ meetings at the end of 201212 


*Major corporations lobbying the American government were 
permitted to donate at least $283 million to Obama’s second 
inauguration..4 


*Obama established a permanent campaign group, Organizing for 
Action, to give corporations and individuals access and influence in 


exchange for donations.“ 


*Top donors and fundraisers were getting plum government jobs, 
frequently without any of the credentials needed to hold the position on 
offer. Ambassadorships, czarships, leading advisory roles and other 
appointments have become like feudal titles for loyal vassals of the 
king 


°80 percent of Obama’s “green energy” loans went to his own 


donors 2 


This hasn’t stopped Obama from speaking out against the very practice 
that has become the norm of his administration. During his 2012 State of the 
Union address, Barack Obama criticized the “corrosive influence of money 
in politics.”“4 He would know. 


29.Pay to Play 


Pay-to-play refers to a system where a government official hears requests 
and accepts the influence of those people who are willing to pay for the 
privilege. In a dictionary definition of this phrase, Obama’s picture should 
appear. According to a New York Times analysis, about 75 percent of Obama 
donors who gave $100,000 or more got to visit the White House +2 Some of 
them were first-time donors to Obama or the Democratic Party, and their 


donations sometimes coincided with their visits. £2 


One such donor was Sanjiv Ahuja, the CEO of LightSquared, a Virginia- 
based satellite broadband company. Ahuja donated more than $30,000 to the 
Democratic Party“! His White House meetings often coincided with his 
attendance at Obama fundraisers.“ The donations also coincided with 
Obama’s Federal Communications Commission giving “favorable 
regulatory decisions and other special treatment, while driving its 
competition out of business,” according to the Daily Caller, which obtained 


documents and communications on the matter.1& 


This kind of inappropriate pay-to-play scheming has been a common 
occurrence in the Obama administration. Even though the U.S. government 
has stockpiled $1 billion in smallpox vaccines at $3 a dose, the Obama 
administration aggressively pushed through a no-bid contract for Siga 
Technologies to provide 1.7 million unnecessary experimental smallpox 
vaccine doses costing taxpayers $255 per dose. No one knows if the 
experimental vaccine even works, but the controlling shareholder of Siga, 
Ronald O. Perelman, is a long-time Democrat party donor. Andy Stern, the 
one-time boss of the Service Employees International Union (SEIU), which 
has donated about $27 million to Obama’s political campaigns, also sits on 
the Siga board. 


The Pritzker family of Chicago have been long and generous donors to 
Obama. In 2011, they got a very sweet deal from the FDIC essentially 
forgiving them $144 million owed after one of their banks failed in 2001. 
1,400 depositors of that bank—who were owed more than $10 million— 
were stiffed.® 


Given all of this pay to play activity in Obama’s Administration, it 
appears that Obama’s 2011 executive order requiring government 
contractors to disclose their political donations was just a means of making 


it easy for Obama officials to identify those who have paid the price to gain 


influence or receive favors. 18° 


30.Organizing for Campaign Finance Laundering 


Shortly before his second inauguration, Obama made the stunning 
announcement that his presidential campaign was not going to disband. 
Instead, it would be relaunched as a non-profit group called Organizing for 
Action (OFA), which would mobilize supporters of his agenda during his 
second term. 


Organizing for Action is run by former Obama White House and 
campaign staffers, with Obama’s 2012 campaign manager, Jim Messina, 
serving as national chairman. Despite claims that the organization would be 
the next step of a grassroots movement, there is clearly something more 
sinister going on. With OFA not subject to campaign finance laws, the 
organization can accept unlimited personal and corporate donations.“ And 
big donations were rewarded with big influence. Giving or raising at least 
half a million dollars would earn a donor a spot on a national advisory 
board, which would hold quarterly meetings with Obama at the White 


House.1 


While technically legal, this group enables Obama to skirt campaign 
finance and ethics regulations designed to prevent outside influence from 
corrupting government officials. Obama may claim to be an advocate for the 
little guy, but it’s the folks who can write the big checks who get a ticket to 
Obama’s inner circle, and the ability to influence the White House agenda. 
Obama’s rather blatant pay-to-play activities have become too much even 
for some Democrats to stomach, with such liberal Democrat stalwarts as 
Senators Al Franken (D-MN) and Elisabeth Warren (D-MA) complaining 
when Obama’s pick to head up the Treasury Department ended up being 


Antonio Weiss, one of Obama’s major campaign donation bundlers.12 


31.Obama’s Unqualified Ambassadors 


Presidents commonly give ambassadorships to big donors and bundlers, 
and Barack Obama is no exception. Some donors outright expect such 
assignment as a reward for their loyalty. Just before Obama’s second term 
began, so many fundraisers were expecting appointments that rules were set 
up for Obama’s big donors who wanted plum ambassadorships: volunteer 
for more than one country and be ready to serve for only two years so 


Obama can award the post to someone else who has donated big money. 12 


According to an analysis by American Foreign Service Association, 


30.7% of Obama’s ambassadorships have gone to political appointees. 


Many of these have been campaign bundlers who collectively have raised 


millions of dollars for Obama’s campaigns. But the problem with these 


nominations wasn’t that they were political, it’s that many of his political 
picks have been grossly unqualified for the posts they were given. Here are 
some gems from Obama’s second-term ambassadorial nominees: 


*Caroline Kennedy - nominated as ambassador to Japan, despite 
having no foreign policy experience, and having little knowledge of the 


country and not knowing the language. 


*George Tsunis - Obama bundler nominated as ambassador to 
Norway; he proved, during his nomination hearing, that he didn’t know 
what system of government the country had“ 


*Noah Bryson Mamet - Obama bundler nominated as ambassador to 


Argentina; he’d never even visited there. 


*Max Baucus - the retired Democratic Senator was nominated by 
Obama to be ambassador to China. He painfully admitted to the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee that he was “no real expert on China.” 


*Colleen Bell - Obama bundler and soap opera producer was 
nominated as ambassador to Hungary; she had no knowledge about the 


country. 


According to Christian Whiton, a former State Department adviser in the 
Bush Administration, while sending donors to be ambassadors is nothing 
new, sending people “that have no idea what they're doing or about the 
regions they're going to” is.% Henri J. Barkey, a former State Department 
official in the Clinton Administration, was also critical of Obama’s 
ambassadorial picks. “The Obama administration’s appointments suggest 
that the president isn’t being honest when he says that diplomacy is 
important to him.” It’s certainly not as important to him as his campaign 
coffers. 


32.An Administration of Radicals 


During his first presidential campaign, Obama buried his decades-long 
friendship with the racist Reverend Jeremiah Wright and domestic terrorist 
Bill Ayers. Obama may have distanced himself from Ayers and Wright 
during the campaign but, as president, he openly embraced individuals just 
as radical and out of the American mainstream as his former pastor and 
political mentor, and appointed or nominated them for high positions in his 
Administration. That is what happens when those who support your 
candidacy with contributions get the plum assignments, and those who are 
close to you are far outside the mainstream. Here are just some of them who 


are not mentioned elsewhere in this book: 


Charles Freeman - This nominee for director of the National 
Intelligence Council (NIC) was so bad that even Nancy Pelosi objected 
to the pick.2” His ties to Saudi and Chinese interests and his anti-Israel 
positions, as well as his prior criticism of “America’s lack of 
introspection about September 11” regarding “what might have caused 
the attack,”2" aroused so much opposition that Freeman had to 
withdraw his name from consideration. 


*Donald Berwick - Appointed by Obama in 2010 as Administrator of 
the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services (CMS), Berwick was 
controversial, not only because he got the position via a recess 
appointment after it was clear his nomination wouldn’t get the consent 
of the Senate, but also for his forthright advocacy of health care 
rationing, and for his admiration of the way the British national health 
system denies care to people whose quality of life (as determined by 


bureaucrats) isn’t worth spending money on.2” 


*Nawar Shora - This member of the fanatically anti-Israel Arab- 
American Anti-Defamation Committee was appointed by Obama, in 
2010, as senior advisor to the Transportation Safety Administration 
(TSA) on civil rights and civil liberties matters.222 What justification is 
there for putting such a person in a position to advise the TSA (which is 
charged with protecting us from, among other bad actors, Islamist 
jihadists) on protecting civil rights? There isn’t any. 


*Debo P. Adegbile - This former NAACP Legal Defense Official, 
nominated by Obama to head the Civil Rights Division at the 
Department of Justice, is an unapologetic supporter of convicted cop- 
killer Mumia Abu-Jamal and was involved in his defense, which spared 
him the death penalty. His controversial nomination was blocked by 


the U.S. Senate in March 2014.2% 


eJeh Johnson — This man was nominated by Obama to be his new 
Secretary of Homeland Security after the departure of Janet Napolitano 
under suspicious circumstances. After his nomination in 2013, it 
appeared that his main qualification was the fact that, over the course 
of a decade, he donated more than $100,000 to Obama and Democrat 


candidates and groups.° Johnson’s lack of experience on immigration 


was particularly concerning.“ But his experience in other areas was 
also troubling. As general counsel of the Department of Defense, he 


proposed changes for military tribunals that gave captured terrorists 


more protections.“8 In November of 2012, he falsely (or ignorantly) 


claimed that “the core of Al Qaeda is today degraded, disorganized and 
on the run.”2 In January of 2014, Johnson said that illegal immigrants 


currently in America had “earned the right to be citizens.”22 


33.Czars Everywhere, and All of Them Radicals 


Beyond executive appointments to head up established federal 
departments, the modern president will also surround himself with, in 
theory, subject-matter experts that can help him respond to issues properly. 
Despite his original campaign promise of unprecedented transparency, 
Obama's Czars took on a much greater significance than in any previous 
administration as a group, and most of them completely bypassed the 
nomination process, which would have provided the transparency that 
Obama had promised. Without the advice and consent of the Senate, Obama 
was free to place some of the most radical individuals in high positions of 
the government, and many of them knew virtually nothing about the subject 
on which they were hired to advise the President. Here are a few of Obama’s 
most radical czars, most of whom got their positions without the Senate’s 
consent: 


°Van Jones, Green Jobs Czar (2009) (appointed without Senate 
approval) - An admitted radical communist with connections to black 
nationalism and anarchism, Van Jones was appointed as Obama’s 
Green Jobs Czar but was forced to resign six months later when he was 
unable to deflect questions into his radical history. His use of crude 
language to describe Republicans in a speech prior to taking his post, 
and his signature on a petition alleging the U.S. government had a role 
in the 9/11 terrorist attacks didn’t help matters Jones is also a 
supporter of convicted cop-killer Mumia Abu-Jamal.22 


*Cass Sunstein, Regulatory Czar (2009-12) (nominated, confirmed 
by Senate) - Sunstein has advocated for the government to outlaw 
hunting and the consumption of meat. In a book published in 2004, he 


wrote that animals should have to right to sue in a court of law.24 


*Kevin Jennings, Safe Schools Czar (2009-11) (appointed without 
Senate approval) - Obama’s safe schools czar from 2009 to 2011, 
Jennings is a radical homosexual activist who founded the Gay, 
Lesbian and Straight Education Network (GLSEN) in 1990, which has 
promoted radical homosexual lesson plans and curricula in K-12 
schools.24 Jennings was the keynote speaker at a GLSEN conference 
in Boston, MA in 2000, where young children (as young as 12 years 


old) were given graphic instruction on various homosexual sex acts.22 


*John Holdren, Science Czar (2009-Present) (nominated, 
confirmed by Senate) - Holdren was a 1960s radical whose writings 
have shown support for forced abortions and sterilizations to combat 
overpopulation and for a massive campaign to de-develop the United 
States and other Western nations for the sake of the environment 2” 


*Adolfo Carrion, Urban Czar (2009-10) (appointed without Senate 
approval) - Prior to being appointed as Obama’s Urban Czar, Carrion 
served as Bronx Borough president, and pocketed thousands of dollars 
in kickbacks from developers in exchange for getting projects approved 


or funded with taxpayer dollars.2/ 


*Vivek Kundra, Information Czar (2009-11) (appointed without 
Senate approval) - Obama nominated the 34-year-old Kundra despite 
his criminal history. At the age of 21, Kundra was convicted of 
misdemeanor theft for stealing shirts from J.C. Penney. Kundra even 
attempted to evade arrest by running from police. Soon after starting 
his position at the White House, the D.C. technology office, where he 
had just left as Chief Technology Officer, was raided by the FBI, and 
two of his former aides were arrested on a slew of charges, including 
bribery and taking kickbacks.28 


°Carol Browner, Global Warming Czar (2009-11) (appointed 
without Senate approval) - As the former head of the EPA under Bill 
Clinton, Browner was involved in the illegal destructive of the 
agency’s computer files and email backups on her last day in office.2” 
In January 2009, it was revealed that Browner was a member of the 
Commission for a Sustainable World Society, the climate change action 


arm of Socialist International.2 


¢Mark Lloyd, FCC Diversity Czar (2009-12) (appointed without 
Senate approval) - While working for a left-wing think tank prior to 
joining the Obama administration, Lloyd encouraged activists to harass 
conservative and Christian radio stations by filing complaints with the 
FCC in the hopes of possibly shutting them down.! Lloyd has also 
advocated for white media executives be forced to step down from their 


positions so that blacks, gays and other minorities can have power.2 


*Ron Klain, Ebola Czar (2014-2015) (appointed without Senate 
approval) — In the summer and fall of 2014, a massive outbreak of the 
Ebola virus killed thousands of people in West Africa. Because it 
struck heavily in Nigeria, a nation very active in trade with the west, 
cases of the virus made their way to the United States and Obama 


tabbed Klain with formulating a strategy to contain an outbreak at 
home. The problem? Klain was not a medical professional nor someone 
with any expertise in infectious diseases and epidemiology. He was, 


: . ‘ * 
essentially, a money moving Democrat operative.23 


*Rob Malley, ISIS Czar (2015-?) (appointed without Senate 
approval) - In December 2015, Obama appointed Rob Malley as his 
administration’s ISIS czar. Malley is a terrorist sympathizer who had 
been previously been fired from the Obama administration for meeting 


with the Palestinian terrorist group Hamas. 


It’s hardly surprising that Obama didn’t even try to get the advice and 
consent of the Senate for most of these individuals. Do these people sound 
like they represent American values? Not even close. Are these the kind of 
people a uniter brings into his Administration? Hardly. Are these the kind of 
people we want a president choosing to belong to his Administration? Most 
certainly not. But Obama’s goal is to fundamentally transform America, and 
these are most definitely the kinds of people who can help him do just that. 


34.The Worst Record with The Supreme Court 


But enough about Obama’s machine politics—a natural product of his 
political activism in Chicago, no doubt. What about Obama’s lack of respect 
for the limitations of the executive branch? We’ve got plenty to say there as 
well. This is the sort of corruption that is more overt, yet less recognized as 
a character failing. While running for president in 2007, then-Senator 
Barack Obama said: “I was a constitutional law professor, which means, 
unlike the current president, I actually respect the Constitution.” 


There are many examples of Obama clearly not respecting the 
Constitution and the vast majority involve his tendency to bypass Congress 
to legislate via executive action, which we delve into elsewhere. But few 
things really drive home Obama’s lack of respect for the Constitution better 
than the slew of unanimous rebukes he’s been handed by the United States 
Supreme Court. 


In NLRB v. Noel Canning, the Supreme Court ruled that Obama had made 
three unconstitutional appointments when the U.S. Senate was not in recess. 
In McCullen v. Coakley, the Obama administration had filed an amicus brief 
in favor of a Massachusetts law banning free speech within 35 feet of any 
abortion clinic. The law was unanimously found to be unconstitutional. The 
Obama administration also filed an amicus brief supporting warrantless 
searches of cell phones of American citizens in Riley v. California—and 
lost. In U.S. v. Jones, Obama’s Justice Department failed to convince the 


Supreme Court that the federal government doesn’t need a warrant to 


secretly put GPS tracking devices on citizens’ cars for any reason. 


Obama’s record with the United States Supreme Court, is the “worst 
record of any modern presidency,” according to Ilya Shapiro of the CATO 
Institute. “In the first 6.5 years of Obama’s presidency (January 2009 to 
June 2015), the government lost unanimously at the Supreme Court 23 
times, an average of 3.62 cases per year.” Obama’s unanimous defeats are 
double that of George W. Bush, and one-and-a-half times as many as Bill 
Clinton. Historically speaking, the government has an average winning 
percentage of 70 percent before the Supreme Court, whereas the Obama 
administration, as of February 2016, won less than 50 percent.2° 


It says a lot when the highest court in the land, which is so often split 
ideologically on cases, reaches unanimous decisions so frequently against 
Barack Obama’s extremist positions. Obama may fancy himself a president 
that “actually respects the Constitution,” but the Supreme Court (and even 
two of his own Supreme Court nominees) clearly thinks otherwise. 


35.Unconstitutional Recess Appointments 


Let’s get a bit more specific regarding one of the cases listed above where 
Obama was aggressively rebuked by the Supreme Court. Presidents have the 
power to nominate and appoint individuals to various federal positions, with 
the advice and consent of the U.S. Senate. Presidents can, however, 
temporarily fill federal positions on their own while the Senate is in recess. 


When Obama’s controversial nominees to the National Labor Relations 
Board (NLRB) and Consumer Financial Protection Bureau were met with 
significant opposition, he decided to bypass the Senate’s constitutional role 
and declare his nominees appointed via recess appointment, even though the 
Senate was technically not in recess, but conducting “pro forma” sessions. 
These “pro forma” sessions were previously used by Harry Reid to prevent 
George W. Bush from making recess appointments towards the end of his 
second term. 


Experts expressed sincere concern over the precedent Obama could 
establish by his actions, which could potentially end the Senate’s 
constitutional role of advice and consent. So much for constitutional 
checks and balances. 


Obama’s appointment of Richard Cordray as director of the Consumer 
Financial Protection Bureau was later approved by the Senate in a 
confirmation deal, but the legitimacy of his three “recess” appointments to 
the NLRB have since been battled out in the courts. 


Just days after his second inauguration, a federal appeals court overturned 


those appointments, stating, “Allowing the president to define the scope of 
his own appointments power would eviscerate the Constitution’s separation 
of powers.”8 A second federal appeals court agreed in May 2013.24 A 
third federal appeals court also agreed a couple months later that Obama 
violated the Constitution with his three NLRB “recess” appointments, 
effectively invalidating all the decisions made by the NLRB with the 


illegally appointed nominees.22 


The U.S. Supreme Court took up the case in 2014, but even one of 
Obama’s own nominees, Justice Elena Kagan, found herself questioning 
Obama’s abuse of power, saying “It really is the Senate’s job to determine 
whether they’re in recess or whether they’re not,” during oral arguments.2#! 
In the end, they ruled unanimously against Obama and rejected those 


appointments as invalid. 
36.The Executive Order on Overtime Pay 


But what about those executive actions we mentioned above? There are 
many from which to choose, and some of them will appear elsewhere in this 
book, but we’ll give a few examples now — just a taste of the gall of this 
Imperial President. We’ll start small. 


In a move which stunned the business community, in March of 2014, 
President Obama unilaterally changed the regulations in the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to move as many as 10 million “executive and 
professional” employees into a category which requires their employers to 
pay them overtime for working more than a certain number of hours per 
week.2” There was no congressional debate. No congressional vote. No 
checks and balances. It was another blatant abuse of executive power that 
didn’t just raise the ire of Republicans, but also of business groups who 
warned that these changes would vastly increase the cost of doing business. 


As Marc Freedman of the Chamber of Commerce put it, “changing the 
rules for overtime eligibility will, just like increasing the minimum wage, 
make employees more expensive and will force employers to look for ways 
to cover these increased costs.”#? These increases in the cost of labor are 
typically offset by having fewer employees and/or increasing prices for 
consumers. 


Since the new regulations would need a year to be written and for any 
changes to be implemented, this executive order was clearly just a political 
move aimed at trying to gin up the liberal base for the 2014 midterm 
elections. Still, if partisan politics are so important to Obama that the 
Constitution carries no weight with him when deciding to take unilateral 
actions on this scale, we would seem to have crossed a few too many 
bridges to hold much hope for a more functional Washington anytime soon. 


37.Potential Executive Tax Increases 


It didn’t matter how clear the Constitution was about a particular issue; if 
Obama wanted to do something, he made every effort to do it, properly or 
not. In March of 2015, White House Press Secretary Josh Earnest stated that 
Obama was “‘very interested” in raising taxes via unilateral executive action. 
“The president certainly has not indicated any reticence in using his 
executive authority to try and advance an agenda that benefits middle-class 
Americans,” Earnest explained. 


What should make Obama reticent is Article I, Section 7, Clause 1 of the 
Constitution, which states “All Bills for raising Revenue shall originate in 
the House of Representatives; but the Senate may propose or concur with 
Amendments as on other Bills.” In other words, the president does not have 
the power to unilaterally raise taxes. 


Hans von Spakovsky, the manager of the Election Law Reform Initiative 
and senior legal fellow at The Heritage Foundation, said that Obama’s 
consideration of executive tax hikes is another sign of how arrogant and 
dangerous Obama is. “He believes he can rule by executive fiat and that the 
restrictions and limitations in the Constitution on the executive can just be 
ignored or shrugged off. The president has no authority to raise taxes 
whatsoever. Only the House of Representatives can originate bills for 
raising taxes, and this would be just the latest unilateral, abusive and 
unconstitutional action of the president.” 


As of this writing, Obama has yet to take any executive action on raising 
taxes, but the fact that he even entertained the idea is more proof of just how 
little he thinks of the Constitution and the rule of law. 


38.Wanting Unilateral Power to Raise the Debt Ceiling 


On March 16, 2006, then-Senator Obama said the debate over raising 
America’s debt ceiling was a sign of leadership failure. “It is a sign that the 
U.S. Government can’t pay its own bills. It is a sign that we now depend on 
ongoing financial assistance from foreign countries to finance our 
Government’s reckless fiscal policies.” 


Congress’s reckless spending was certainly a sign of failure, but it was 
hardly an act of kindness when Obama decided that Congress shouldn’t 
have the power to raise the debt ceiling, but that he should.4= Obama 
requested this unilateral power to raise the debt ceiling indefinitely as part of 
a deal he offered to House Republicans during the fiscal cliff negotiations. 
This request was a clear indication that he wanted unlimited spending 
power, not fiscal restraint, all while subverting the Constitution’s system of 
checks and balances. The proposal was so absurd that it was met with 


laughter by Republican leaders when presented on Capitol Hill.4® But 
there’s nothing funny about a president who continually seeks to increase 
his own power. 


39.Selective Enforcement of The Law 


Sometimes it isn’t Obama’s crafting of a new law by executive order that 
smacks of the worst corruption. Sometimes it’s his refusal to enforce laws 
already on the books. The President of the United States doesn’t just sign 
new bills into law. He also has to enforce existing laws. Unfortunately for 
the rule of law, this President has a hard time enforcing laws he doesn’t like. 


In February of 2011, Barack Obama unilaterally decided that the Defense 
of Marriage Act (DOMA), signed by President Bill Clinton in 1996, was 
unconstitutional and instructed his Department of Justice to stop defending 
the law in court.222 Obama decided that, instead of working with Congress to 
repeal it, or passing a new law, he’d simply instruct his administration not to 


enforce it. 


In August of 2011, the Obama administration announced that it would 
start using its discretion in enforcing the country’s immigration laws, by 
suspending deportation proceedings against illegal immigrants “who pose no 
threat to national security or public safety.” According to the New York 
Times, “The new policy is expected to help thousands of illegal immigrants 
who came to the United States as young children, graduated from high 
school and want to go on to college or serve in the armed forces.” 
Obama’s actions, the New York Times conceded, would improve his image 
with Latino voters before Election Day. A week prior this announcement, 
Obama was criticized by Hispanic organizations for not doing enough on 
issues important to Latino voters, particularly immigration.~* Obama’s 
refusal to fully enforce immigration laws helped him win reelection. 
According to exit polls, Obama won 71 percent of the Hispanic vote,~° up 
from 67 percent in 2008.4 


It may be easy for some to excuse Obama’s selective enforcement of the 
law simply because they feel the ends justify the means. Selective 
enforcement of the law can only lead to trouble. Dr. Milton R. Wolf, a 
Washington Times columnist and cousin to Barack Obama, called selective 
enforcement of the law “the first sign of tyranny.”“2 If tyranny is what 
Obama wants, he’s clearly done his part to set us down that path. If Obama 
can pick and choose what laws to enforce, all future presidents will see no 
reason not to do the same, to the great detriment of all Americans. 


40.Violating His Own Laws 
In 2015 during a speech at the African Union Headquarters in Addis 


Ababa, Ethiopia, Obama reckoned—if not lamented—that he couldn’t run 
for a third term. “Under our Constitution, I cannot run again. I can't run 
again. I actually think I'm a pretty good President -- I think if I ran I could 
win. But I can't. [...] And no one person is above the law. Not even the 
President.” Two of those statements are laughable. The first one being 
when he said he thinks he’s a pretty good president, the other being when he 
said that not even a president is above the law, because not only has Obama 
blatantly violated the Constitution and the rule of law many times in his 
presidency, his respect for the rule of law is so low that he has violated laws 
that he personally signed. 


According to Section 1513 of Obama’s economic stimulus, the executive 
branch was required to submit quarterly reports on the impact of the 
stimulus. These reports, which were meant to prove just how 
unprecedentedly transparent the Obama administration was, were to be 
submitted quarterly until the third quarter of 2013, but the last report ever 
submitted came in 2011, after the reports were showing just how poorly the 


stimulus was performing. 


Of course, Obamacare was another law signed by Obama that he often 
violated. According an analysis by the Galen Institute in January of 2016, 43 
changes have been made to Obamacare without congressional approval, 
including multiple delays of the employer mandate, delaying the individual 
mandate, delaying the online insurance marketplace, expanding subsidies, 
covering abortions, delaying and eventually canceling Medicare cuts, and 


many others. 


In 2012, Barack Obama signed the Magnitsky Act, a bipartisan bill 
sanctioning human rights abusers in Russia. Eighteen Russian officials were 
sanctioned under the law in 2013, and the Obama administration promised 
to expand the list later that year. Unfortunately, it turned out to be yet 
another example of Obama’s promised second-term flexibility with Russia, 
as Obama effectively refused to enforce the law—a law he signed—by not 
adding as many as 20 new human rights abusers (as vetted by the Treasury 
and State Departments) to the list of those banned from traveling into or 
doing business in the United States.“© One Obama official thought this 
might be a payoff to Russian President Putin for his “help” brokering a deal 
for Syria to give up its chemical weapons. A deal that hasn’t worked out 
too well.48 Human rights abusers worldwide can breathe a sigh of relief that 
the United States’ foreign policy for promoting human rights can be so 
easily manipulated. 


Even Obama’s terrible nuclear Iran Deal (which was not approved by 
Congress) violated an existing law he signed. A provision in the Iran Deal 


allows for foreign subsidiaries of U.S. parent companies to do business with 
Iran. This directly violates the Iran Threat Reduction and Syria Human 
Rights Act of 2012, which specifically closed a loophole enabling foreign 
subsidiaries of U.S. parent companies to do business with Iran.” So, not 
only did Obama not get Congressional approval for his Nuclear Deal with 
Iran, he broke one of his own laws in order to enrich a terror sponsoring 


state. 
41.O0bama’s Slush Fund for Liberal Groups 


President Obama’s 2008 campaign leaned heavily on promising that Wall 
Street would be held accountable for their misdeeds. For years, big lenders 
were issuing mortgages to people who couldn’t really afford them—these 
mortgages featured higher than normal interest rates, low monthly payments 
that caused debt to increase rather than fall as payments were made, and 
payments that ballooned suddenly after a few years. When struggling 
homeowners inevitably began defaulting on these loans in ever-increasing 
numbers, the resulting pressure on the entire lending market culminated with 
the subprime mortgage crisis during The Great Recession.”»! The crisis had 
been brewing for thirty years thanks to initiatives aimed at helping the poor 
achieve home ownership, but these predatory lending practices were jaw- 
dropping in their brazenness. 


Obama and his Justice Department aggressively worked to sue the major 
lenders for these unscrupulous practices, claiming they were scoring 
victories for minorities and the poor. Bank of America’s settlement alone 
was $16.6 billion and just about every major lender had hefty settlements to 
pay.2” But Obama’s concern for the little guy seemed to evaporate when he 
and his allies in Washington realized that these settlement deals could be 


used to fund left-wing activism without congressional approval. 


As early as 2010, it was reported that the Obama administration was 
funneling leftover money to various groups, some of which were clearly 
partisan, political groups allied with the Obama administration. By 2013, 
Obama’s Justice Department was actually instructing defendants to pay to 
liberal political groups directly, by including language in the settlement 
agreements that forgave two or more dollars owed for every one dollar given 
to groups approved by Obama administration officials. Bank of America got 
$194 million reduced from their penalty by donating $84 million to groups 
on Obama’s approved non-profit list.** Other lenders such as Citigroup, 
Morgan Stanley, and Goldman Sachs had settlements with similar language. 
And Obama’s allied groups profited significantly as a result. For example, 
$1.5 million that should have gone to predatory lending victims went instead 
to the National Council of La Raza. Another $1.1 million went to the 


National Urban League. Dozens of other similarly left-aligned groups also 
255 


received hefty payouts at the expense of the victims. 

The reason we have a civil justice system is to resolve disputes and make 
victims of fraud, defamation and other financial violations whole again. 
When a court found big lenders guilty of damaging and predatory lending 
practices and awarded billions of dollars in compensatory damages, it did so 
intending to give the victims justice, not to shake down businesses for 
political protection money and fund left-wing activism of the most extreme 
sort. It would be equally wrong for a conservative President to offer 
companies a sweetheart deal if they would only pay protection money to 
conservative groups like the Family Research Council, LiveAction, the 
Heritage Foundation, the Foundation for Individual Rights in Education and 
Americans for Prosperity and the left would never stand for it. Look all you 
want through the pages of this book; you will not find a more blatant 
example of racketeering for political purposes in it. 


The Economy 


There are three major economic indicators we tend to analyze with 
determining whether our government has had a positive or negative impact 
on the economy: annual government deficits and long-term debt, the status 
of employment and claims on the entitlement state, and the infrastructure 
that empowers consumption and investment, and thus, the growth of our 
gross domestic product (GDP). Note: we’re not just talking about the 
physical infrastructure when we talk about the government’s role in 
providing a scaffolding for the economy. This scaffolding includes: the 
demand for manufacturing, the status of the lending industry, the price of 
energy and other goods, the inflation of those prices, and the liquidity of the 
markets. Keep those factors in mind, because we’ll be exploring the impact 
that Barack Obama had on each of them shortly. 


On Election Day 2008, the biggest issue was the economy. With the 
economic meltdown of September fresh in everyone’s memory, many 
Americans voted for Obama because he promised change from what a 
majority believed to be the Republicans’ failure on the economy. 


Obama promised to get our economy back on track. Obama would later 
claim that actions he took prevented a second Great Depression, but the 
record proves otherwise. The changes Obama delivered included: higher gas 
prices, spending increases, tax increases, record-breaking deficits, historic 
debt, stubbornly high unemployment and low workforce participation, and a 
slew of other failures at home. 


By the end of 2013, Obama had already “pivoted” his focus back to the 
economy more than twenty times, without success.~° The unfortunate 
reality was that his constant need to announce that he was returning his 
attention to the economy came from the undeniable fact that, to most 
Americans, his policies didn’t seem to be making things better. Let’s tackle 
of few of his biggest-ticket items and discuss their efficacy. 


42.Federal Takeover of Student Loans 


As you'll see throughout this chapter, Barack Obama has responded to 
nearly every economic problem with a declaration that it is a national crisis 
demanding an immediate federal response and an attempt to centrally 
manage the problem either by a direct takeover of the government or by stiff 
regulations on the affected market or a manipulation of the forces governing 
that market. We begin our exploration of Obama’s economic legacy with 
one of the leading issues for millennial voters who helped to propel him to 
prominence in 2007 and 2008: the cost of a college education. The young 
supported his presidential bid by a larger than two to one margin, but it 


seems like they’ve actually been punished, rather than be rewarded. Under 
Obama, the cost of going to college has increased faster than ever before. 
On Obama’s watch, the average student loan debt for an undergraduate has 
roughly doubled. How did this happen? 


On March 30, 2010, President Obama signed a law taking over the 
student loan program from private lenders. He did this under the guise of 
safeguarding students from the predatory lending practice of issuing loans 
with unfairly high interest rates and, in the short term, this move did lower 
student loan interest by one or two percent. The reality of the situation, 
though, is that by federalizing student loans, the government, actually profits 
immensely from both interest on loans it makes directly to students, and 
defaults, all while shackling America’s young people in the bonds of 
government dependency and blocking any hope for more innovative 
methods of financing a college degree. According to Alan Collinge, founder 
of StudentLoanJustice.Org, “To say that the federal government now sits 
atop the most predatory lending system in our nation's history is not an 
understatement.”?~/ In order to maximize profits for the federal government, 
the Obama administration fought vigorously against bankruptcy safeguards 
for student loans. Collinge added, “This all happened on Obama's watch. He 
cannot avoid accountability for what is shaping up to be among the largest 
financial catastrophes this country has ever seen.”2% Total outstanding 
student loan debt in the United States is over $1.2 trillion, making it second 
only to mortgage debt. The average student loan debt for college graduates 
in 2009 was $24,000.2% In 2016, it exploded to $35,000. 


On top of that mountain of debt, students now face an economy that is not 
eager to hire young people. Due to an increasing number of college 
graduates that can’t find a job after leaving school in the Obama economy, 
student loan delinquency rates are higher than ever before; 11 percent of all 
student loans were 90 days or more delinquent, nearly double the rate it was 
in 2003.2 Gone are the days when young people could expect to gain their 
independence and make their own way in the world after they finished 
college. The phenomenon of degreed adults returning home after finishing 
school and staying there for years or even decades is now so common that it 
has a culturally accepted name: boomerang syndrome. Millennials now 
boomerang as often as 30% of the time, and that number is on the rise.2” 
For all of his big talk about the injustice being done to young people at 
American colleges, Obama has managed to make things far, far worse. 


43.Federal Takeover of Community College 


Lest you imagine that Obama was satisfied with handing the college 
lending industry over to federal managers, he outdid himself in 2015. With 


his support among millennials dropping as they struggled to enter the 
workforce and pay off their debts, Obama proposed a takeover of the 
community college system. To be precise, he proposed that community 


colleges should be free to attend (at taxpayer expense) nationwide.2” 


The argument went that funding the entire community college 
infrastructure would actually cost less than driving many youths into four- 
year colleges for the entire term and forcing them to take on large student 
loans and accumulate debt. There are several problems with this line of 
reasoning, however. First, the average student who completes a two-year 
degree, and then finishes completing a four-year degree thereafter, takes 
about three semesters longer to finish both degrees than the students who 
just complete a four-year degree. In other words, completing a two-year 
degree only saves you about one semester of tuition at a more expensive 
four-year institution.2 This is because the credits don’t always transfer 
well, the students who begin at a community college tend not to be the high- 
achievers who will advance quickly through a full bachelor’s degree, and the 
students who start at community college also tend to join the workforce 
during or after their experiences. Second, the vast majority of people who 
complete a two-year degree never finish a four-year degree, and already tend 
to avoid having debts as a result of paying for community college. Third, 
community colleges vary wildly in quality and tend not to prepare students 
all that well for four-year degrees or the workforce unless they offer 
programs directed at a specific trade. 


When you add up the particulars, this proposal amounts to a multi-billion- 
dollar speculative investment in a system that is much, much weaker and 
less equipped to educate our youth and prepare them for the workforce than 
the four-year college system. In fact, the non-partisan American Action 
Forum released a report late in 2015 that suggests the community college 
subsidy plan will be a perverse incentive and will have the opposite impact 
that Obama intends. Rather than improving access to post-secondary 
education, it would have the effect of reducing graduation rates, and 
squandering over half of the dollars invested in students who do not go on to 
obtain degrees.2 On top of that, the debt the federal government would 
accumulate to promote this program would be the tip of the iceberg. This is 
an idea floated with the intention of leaning on the electorate to support the 
full takeover of the post-secondary educational establishment. At a time 
when the government is struggling to keep paying their own employees and 
their interest charges on outstanding debt, attempting to fully manage the 
college and university system is folly. 


44.Cash for Clunkers 


Speaking of speculative investments with little in the way of upside 


potential, this one was a doozy. Many of Obama’s attempts to stimulate the 
economy were probably well-intentioned, but they were definitely not, 
generally, well thought out. Government programs often have unintended 
consequences and ultimately, do more harm than good. The Car Allowance 
Rebate System (more commonly known as Cash for Clunkers) was a 
program meant to stimulate the auto industry by enticing car owners to 
purchase newer, more fuel-efficient vehicles by offering a rebate on their 
older, less fuel-efficient vehicle. The program was such a “success” that the 
original $1 billion allocated for the program wasn’t enough, and another $2 


billion had to be approved to keep the program going.2 


Based on the results, Cash for Clunkers was not worth the hefty price tag. 
According to an analysis by Edmunds.com, 690,000 vehicles were 
purchased during the program, but “only 125,000 of the sales were 
incremental. The rest of the sales would have happened anyway, regardless 
of the existence of the program.”* Despite the environmental justification 
for the program, it actually hurt the environment. Vehicles traded in were 


destroyed, not resold, creating a huge amount of waste. 22 


Obama called Cash for Clunkers “successful beyond anybody’s 
imagination.” If spending $3 billion to fail at stimulating the auto industry 
and hurting the environment was a success, we would prefer not to see what 


failure looked like. 
45.The Biggest Government Spender in History 


Speculative spending like the above is really just a minor symptom of a 
much bigger problem with Obama’s economic policy. There is a firm 
fascination in the far-left with spending our way out of problems. How best 
to treat skyrocketing college costs? Buy out the college system and manage 
it. How best to revitalize manufacturing? Buy out the debts of manufacturers 
and spend on perverse incentives to get consumers back into consuming 
goods made in the United States. How shall we fix a healthcare system 
overwhelmed with increasing costs and declining access? Buy out the 
insurance system and force all Americans to participate (more on this one 
later). When your answer to every fiscal issue is to get the government into 
the business of managing businesses, at taxpayer expense, you’re going to 
rack up a big bill. 


While running for reelection in 2012, Obama claimed: “federal spending 
since I took office has risen at the slowest pace of any President in almost 60 
years.” It’s a deliberate deception based on a widely held belief that a new 
president has no control over spending during his first year in office because 
that year’s budget was approved by the previous president and Congress. It’s 
a very convenient axiom that enables Obama and his defenders to distort his 


spending record. It also couldn’t be more wrong. 


The truth is, Obama’s first year in office was by no means constrained by 
the budget approved by President Bush. In fact, only three of Fiscal Year 
2009’s twelve appropriations bills were passed under Bush because the 
Democrats in Congress, confident that Obama would win in 2008, waited 
until Obama took office before going on a spending binge. So, most of the 
spending that took place in 2009 was, in fact, approved by President Obama. 
This spending, which included Obama’s failed stimulus and _ bailouts, 
resulted in a 17.9 percent increase in spending over Fiscal Year 2008 
compared to the 3 percent increase proposed by Bush.2” This increase in 
spending was the highest annual spending increase since the Korean War. 
By the end of his first year in office, Obama’s spending as a percentage of 
GDP was 25.2 percent, the highest in history, except for during World War 
Il. Obama’s reckless spending could have been a short-term aberration 
following the financial crisis of 2008, but instead, Obama maintained that 
higher level of spending. Obama’s spending has far outpaced his 


predecessors, and the historical post-WWII average.2” 


By ignoring his first year in office, Obama and his defenders can claim he 
merely maintained the status quo, conveniently hiding the fact that he is 
shirking responsibility for his record deficits, and for skyrocketing the 
nation’s debt. No matter how much he tries to pass the buck, Obama is the 
biggest government spender in history. 


46. Largest Deficits In History 


If you spend as much as Obama has, the deficit will skyrocket without a 
big surge in economic growth. Not only did it skyrocket, but Obama has 
given us the top six highest U.S. deficits in history: $1.4 trillion (FY2009), 
$1.3 trillion (FY2010), $1.3 trillion (FY2011), and $1.1 trillion (FY2012), 
$680 billion (FY2013), and $483 billion (FY2014). Obama’s first deficit 
was more than triple George W. Bush’s largest deficit of $455 billion in 
FY2008.24 


When adjusted for inflation, Obama’s deficits (2009-2015) are the seven 
highest deficits in history, surpassing even the spending of World War [1.22 
Yet, since Obama doesn’t take responsibility for the cost of doing business 
in 2009, he claims that he has reduced the annual deficit by two-thirds. 
Politifact gives this claim a stamp of “mostly true”, but they yield some 
important caveats, notably that he’s comparing his performance now to his 
dreadful performance in 2009 when he added a huge stimulus package to the 
budget whose impacts we’ll discuss at greater length shortly. The bottom 
line — cutting the deficit to levels in line with the worst years of your 
predecessor is not an accomplishment. 


47.More Debt Than All Past Presidents ... Combined 


As a presidential candidate in 2008, Obama called President George W. 
Bush “unpatriotic” and “irresponsible” for adding $4 trillion to the national 
debt during his two terms. But, here are the facts about our nation’s debt 
from the day Obama took office, to the start of his second term, to the start 
of his last year in office: 


Publicly Held Debt 

January 20, 2009: $6.31 trillion 

January 22, 2013: $11.57 trillion (+83%) 
January 20, 2016: $13.61 trillion (+116%) 
Gross Federal Debt 

January 20, 2009: $10.6 trillion 

January 22, 2013: $16.43 trillion (+55%) 
January 20, 2016: $18.94 trillion (+79%) 72 


The national debt passed $19 trillion on February 1, 2016. At this pace, by 
the time he leaves office is 2017, it will pass $20 trillion, and Obama will 
have accumulated more gross federal debt than all previous U.S. presidents 
in history combined. How patriotic and responsible is that? 


He often blamed Republican obstruction for slowing his plans for deficit 
reduction by blocking tax increases on the wealthy. There’s just one 
problem. If every penny were taken from the wealthy above, say, $250,000 
per year, the deficit reduction, even assuming no one fled the country to 
protect their assets, would be smaller than the rate of mandatory spending 
increases forced on the budget by the three largest entitlement programs: 
Medicare, Social Security, and Medicaid. To get enough tax revenue to 
make a real dent in the debt without cutting spending — something Obama 
has never suggested doing in any of his budgets, many of which were 
unanimously rejected in the Senate — he would have to tax the middle class 
and the wealthy to such levels as to make everyone rather poor. 


48.Passing 100 Percent Debt/GDP Ratio 


As bad as Obama’s spending record is, it’s made worse by the fact that, in 
August 2011, America’s Debt-to-GDP ratio exceeded 100 percent. 


The last time this happened was during World War IJ, which only 
happened because of temporary increases in spending to fund the war effort. 


Obama’s exploding debt, however, shows no signs of relenting, as the 
current deficits are driven significantly by entitlement spending, which has 
gone up on Obama’s watch.24 


This unsustainable growth of America’s debt continued unabated and, by 
the end of 2012, the Debt-to-GDP ratio had risen to 103.8 percent.2” By the 
end of FY2013, the Debt-To-GDP ratio was 106 percent.2£ Most 
economists agree that, if it weren’t for the fact that U.S. dollars back the 
entire global lending industry, such levels of debt, relative to GDP, would 
lead to super-inflation and economic ruin. 


49.Credit Rating Downgrade 


In modern history, many nations have had their credit ratings 
downgraded; nations like Argentina and Zimbabwe who have a long history 
of struggling economically and lack the influence of the United States on 
global monetary policy. But, on August 5, 2011, Standard & Poor 
downgraded US credit rating from AAA to AA+. This was the first time in 
its history at the United States had its credit downgraded. Here again, 
Democrats have been quick to blame conservatives, claiming that our 
downgrade was as a result of uncertainty over whether the US would 
increase its arbitrarily-defined debt-ceiling or shut down the government, 
rather than accepting ‘compromises’ dictated entirely by Obama and Harry 
Reid. Of course, compromise isn’t compromise if you don’t give up 
something in return for getting something. And S&P’s report lists multiple 
causes for the downgrade, including the above Democrat talking point and 
the lack of seriousness by Washington’s leftists in tackling entitlement 
deficit spending (more on this point shortly). 


What did this mean? It meant that the financial world was starting to 
doubt whether the United States, under Obama, could generate enough 
money, long-term, to pay down the massive and rapidly rising US debt. 
With Obama’s record high annual deficits, the questions remain: will we be 
able to repay Obama’s debts? Will there be future downgrades to America’s 
credit rating? 


50.Explosion of Military Food Stamp Usage 


Now, let’s talk about entitlements. We can raise concerns over the price 
of Obama’s many boondoggles, his economic stimulus plan (more to come 
on that one), and his experimental attempts to give the government more 
control over business, but the biggest source of debt, by far, is entitlement 
spending. So why, at a time when a sensible politician would be looking for 
ways to “bend the cost curve down” on these social safety net programs, 
would Obama cut military benefits and force able-bodied, working 
Americans who’ve volunteered to defend our freedoms and way of life onto 


the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (colloquially, food stamps). 


At the end of 2013, Defense Secretary Chuck Hagel warned of looming 
cuts to military pay and benefits. Our brave men and women in the military 
already make much less than civilian federal employees, yet these cuts, 
according to Hagel, were necessary for “military readiness.”2 


It comes as no surprise, then, that the cost of providing active and retired 
military families with food stamps has increased dramatically under Obama, 
nearly doubling from $52.9 million in 2009 to $103.6 million in 2013, 
largely because veterans were flocking to the food stamp program.2” The 
right thing to do would be to increase compensation for our military, not cut 
it. While the Obama administration sees nothing wrong with cutting military 
pay and benefits while the number of military families using food stamps 
explodes, civilian federal employees have typically seen their wages and 


benefits increase annually.2 


The least any nation can do for their warriors (who have volunteered to be 
put in harm’s way in service of their country) is to make sure their families 
don’t have to endure financial hardships that make them dependent on 
government support. 


51.The Food Stamp President 


If you want to understand why Obama would throw our military into 
SNAP, have a look at the bigger picture. By Election Day, 2012, the number 
of Americans on food stamps rose to a record-high 46.7 million people.7= 
While most Americans share a desire to help those who are in poverty, the 
fact remains that being a government dependent is a demoralizing condition. 
Quite often, people who become dependent upon government for a long 
time lose the incentive to work and improve their own lives, especially 
since, the moment they get a job, their benefits will be cut, and it often 
doesn’t pay as well to work as it does to collect from Uncle Sam. 

The numbers are truly frightening. The number of food stamp recipients 
grew roughly 11,113 per day during Obama’s first term.422 By November 
2012, for each person who managed to find a job in the Obama Economy, 


seventy-five went on food stamps.283 On the day Obama took office, there 
ty ip: y 


were 31.94 million Americans participating in the food stamp program.“ 


At the end of FY2015, there were 45.77 million — a 43 percent increase. 


Further aggravating the problem is the cost of the program, which has 
skyrocketed. In FY2008 the cost of the food stamp program was $37.6 
billion. Under Obama, the costs have doubled, coming in at $73.98 billion in 
FY2015 after peaking at $79.87 billion in FY2013.2© 


How did this happen? We need to look no further than Obama’s 2009 


“Stimulus,” which increased the benefits of the program and relaxed 
eligibility. The “Stimulus,” which was supposed to encourage economic 
growth, actually encouraged government dependency. According to Robert 
Rector, senior research fellow at the Heritage Foundation, able-bodied 
adults without dependents (ABAWDs), are the fastest-growing category of 
new food stamp users under Obama. Rector told Breitbart News “In 2008 
there were about a million [ABAWDs] now [in 2015] they’re at about 4.7 
million.” 


But it gets better! As one can imagine, when there’s a nearly a five-fold 
increase in ABAWDs getting food stamps, there’s also a massive increase in 
food stamp fraud. Compared to other federal programs, SNAP has one of the 
lowest rates of fraud, but when the program is running around $75 billion 
annually, even a small amount of fraud translates to millions of dollars.2” 
The cost of food stamp fraud more than doubled during Obama’s first term, 
costing taxpayers $750 million in 2012-despite the fact the Obama 


administration planned to crack down on food stamp fraud back in 2011.78 
52.The Disability President 


Unemployment benefits only last for a finite period of time, but many 
Americans that have been unable to find work have instead discovered an 
alternative to unemployment checks: Social Security Disability. 


Under Obama, Social Security Disability claims have been rising at a 4.5 
percent annual rate, even though the incidences of workplace injuries have 
been declining for many years now.2@ As of September 2012, there were 
nearly 8.8 million Americans receiving Social Security Disability payments, 
an increase of about 16 percent since Obama took office.~? By the end of 
2013, the number of Americans receiving disability benefits grew to a 
record 10.98 million.” The average monthly benefit also increased to a 
record $1,146.43. 


Because dependent people are more easily controlled, the government is 
making it easier for people to become dependent. One way the government 
is doing this is by no longer carefully checking those who are claiming 
Social Security Disability. According to a staff report from the Senate 
Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations, a large percentage of disability 
claims are not properly reviewed. Without proper reviews, it is hard to know 


how many people are getting Social Security Disability when not eligible for 
it. 2 


53.Killing The Welfare Work Requirement 


Our history with entitlement reforms has involved many choices that led 
to increased costs, increased dependency, and increased complexity of the 


safety net, but few choices that actually improved the viability and 
effectiveness of such programs. There is, however, one shining example: the 
Republican-led Welfare Reform Act of 1996. Few people would claim that 
this landmark legislation was anything but a huge win in the fight against 
poverty, as well as the battle against government deficits. Welfare caseloads 
declined, child poverty declined, and the poverty rate for black children fell 
to its lowest level ever.24 In spite of all these great benefits of reform, 
Obama filled the Department of Health and Human Services with opponents 
of welfare reform. In July of 2012, Obama quietly announced a plan that 
would effectively end the work requirement from welfare, a key element of 


its success. 222 


Obama and his supporters vehemently denied that his plan would gut 
Welfare Reform or end the work requirement. But, even Ron Haskins—the 
de-facto author of the bill as a congressional staffer in 1996—conceded that, 
if there was any way to undermine the work requirement, Obama’s plan was 
the “way to do it.”2% 


But does Obama even have the legal authority to make these changes? 
The Government Accountability Office says no. Rep. Dave Camp (R-MI), 
chairman of the House Ways and Means Committee, and John Kline (R- 
MN), chairman of the House Committee on Education and the Workforce, 
explain that the Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF) program 
created by the 1996 welfare reforms, which include the work requirements, 
can’t simply be overridden: 


A Ways and Means Committee summary of the 1996 reforms issued 
shortly after the law was signed is explicit on this point: “Waivers 
granted after the date of enactment [of the 1996 law] may not override 
provisions of the TANF law that concern mandatory work 
requirements.” 


The president’s plan to waive the work requirements is not only illegal, 
it also is being implemented through an unlawful end run around 
Congress. The GAO determined the Obama administration’s proposal 
to waive work requirements should have been submitted to Congress 
for review and possible disapproval. The administration didn’t do that 


and said it does not need to.2Z 


It takes a lot of chutzpah to gut welfare reform... and it takes even more 
to do so illegally. 


54.Record Poverty 


It amounts to one of our greatest recent tragedies that, despite our refusal 
to reduce the long-term costs of various social programs, poverty is a larger 


problem now that it has been in many decades. In a statement honoring the 
fiftieth anniversary of the war on poverty, Obama said that more work needs 
to be done, lamenting that “far too many children are still born into poverty, 
far too few have a fair shot to escape it.”228 Obama spoke about progress, 
but not the ugly truths of his own record on poverty. This omission is hardly 
surprising since, on his watch, poverty in America has reached record levels. 
In 2009, Obama’s first year in office, the poverty rate was 14.3 percent. The 
poverty rate then held at or above 15 percent for three years for the first time 
since the mid-1960s. 


The poverty rate did fall to 14.5 percent in 2013, but was still higher than 
the 12.5 percent poverty rate from before the Great Recession.2” And child 
poverty has been catastrophic under Obama, with UNICEF reporting 1.7 
million more American children were living in poverty in 2012 than in 2008 
(a two percent increase), bringing the total to 24.2 million—nearly a third of 


America’s children.2% Nearly forty percent of African-American children 


live in poverty2” As of December 2014, sixty-five percent of American 


children live in households receiving federal aid2% 
55.Obama’s Income Inequality Record 


In looking for an issue to resonate with his base for the 2014 midterm 
elections and take some attention away from the botched Obamacare rollout, 
Obama started talking about income inequality—which he described as the 
“defining challenge of our time.” In a speech at an event hosted by a liberal 
think tank, Obama declared that the “combined trends of increased 
inequality and decreasing mobility pose a fundamental threat to the 
American Dream, our way of life, and what we stand for around the 
globe.”34 Such rhetoric makes for great talking points to energize his base, 
but his actual record on income inequality proves that he’s the real threat to 
the American Dream. 


While the so-called “income gap” was pretty stable under President Bush, 
under Obama, the richest 20 percent of Americans have gotten richer while 
the bottom 80 percent have gotten poorer every year. An even more stark 
contrast is with the years of Ronald Reagan when everyone, rich and poor, 
got richer every year#° Even the liberal Huffington Post admitted that, 
under Obama, the wealthy have taken home a greater share of the nation’s 
income than they did under President Bush.*% 


Obama routinely decried the so-called Bush tax cuts “for the wealthy” but 
the fact is that Obama’s policies have been more pro-rich than any 
Republican’s (and the Bush tax cuts were better for the middle class than the 
wealthy). Since Obama became president, the richest one percent have seen 
their share of America’s wealth skyrocket to twenty-five percent of all 


income while the bottom ninety percent have seen theirs drop below fifty 
percent of the nation’s income for the first time.2% In Obama’s America, the 
middle class is disappearing, while the very rich and the very poor are 


becoming completely isolated from each other. 


To understand why, we not need look further than the median household 
income. Normally, if an economy is in recovery, median income, even 
adjusted for inflation, should rise over time, at least during the recovery 
from a recession/depression. But, “The Obama Recovery” actually saw a net 
reduction in worker pay. The American median annual household income 
declined for six years straight under Obama, despite the end of the recession 
in 2009. Even those Americans fortunate enough to be gainfully employed 
weren’t seeing the benefits of the recovery! 


The only people who’ve reaped the benefits work on Wall Street. Stock 
prices are doing just fine, fueled by speculation and the success of the 
wealthiest Americans under Obama. While the average pay of the American 
worker fell for six straight years, the incomes of the top five percent went 
up.228 If Obama is concerned about income inequality, he certainly doesn’t 
show it by supporting policies that are demonstrated to cause the gap to 


widen. 
56.Record Long-term Unemployment 


Now that we’ve demonstrated that Obama’s economic policy was no 
good for our deficits and debts, and failed to address the looming hard times 
we'll face attempting to pay for entitlements that are expected to get more 
costly with time, we must ask: did his policies create jobs or improve the 
scaffolding of America’s economy? We’ll begin by taking a closer look at 
employment figures. 


The definition of “long-term unemployed” is those persons who are 
unemployed for twenty-seven weeks or longer. When Obama first took 
office, the number of long-term unemployed was 2.6 million. That number 
more than doubled during the recession, peaking at 6.8 million people in 
April 2010, but it has since declined. By December 2014, the number of 


long-term unemployed was still 2.79 million. 


When Obama took office in January of 2009, the average (mean) duration 
of unemployment was 19.8 weeks. It continued to climb even after the 
recession ended, peaking at 40.6 weeks in July of 2011. By December of 
2014, it was 32.8 weeks, still significantly above pre-recession levels.2” 
Under Obama, the long-term unemployment rate is the highest it’s been 


since World War 1.34 


And it’s no wonder — he pushed for, and got, reforms to unemployment 


insurance and welfare that extended the maximum claim time from 24 to 99 
weeks. He argued, at the time, that this was necessary to protect those 
impacted by the recession. There’s just one problem: the recession, by his 
own claims, is over, and those reforms remain in place, as well as executive 
actions which defanged the bipartisan Welfare Reform Act of 1996 and 
prevented states from forcing welfare recipients to prove that they were 
looking for work. As the old saying goes: if you want more of something, 
incentivize it. Obama’s actions suggested that he wanted more people 
trapped in long-term unemployment and collecting benefits. Well, they 
worked. In the Obama economy, long-term unemployment has become the 
new norm. 


57.Decline in Labor Force Participation Rate 


Context is vital when assessing economic figures. The official 
unemployment rate, the U3 rate, measures only people who are both out of 
work and actively looking for work. This unemployment number does not 
include those underemployed, or those who have given up looking for work. 
So while Obama has long trumpeted a slowly falling U3 unemployment rate 
as progress, when considering the workforce participation rate, this falling 
rate was anything but progress. 


The workforce participation rate is calculated by the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics and indicates the percentage of Americans sixteen years of age and 
older who are working or looking for work. 


In December 2007, when the most recent recession began, the labor force 
participation rate was 66 percent, and was down to 65.7 by the end of it. The 
labor force participation rate did not improve even after the recession ended. 
By May 2015, the participation rate was 62.9 percent, the lowest since 
Jimmy Carter’s presidency.24 The decline in the labor force participation 
rate has been the most significant factor in the decline of the official 
unemployment rate during Obama’s presidency.*4 Even though the official 
unemployment rate for May 2015 was 5.5 percent, the seasonally adjusted 
U6 unemployment rate (which includes discouraged workers who stopped 
looking for work and part-time workers who want full-time work) was 10.4 
percent, which is significantly higher than it was before the recession.*4 
While the economy has slowly been recovering jobs since the recession, by 
May 2015, the economy still had 550,000 fewer full-time workers than it did 


before the start of the recession. 22 


58.Stimulus Failure 


Let’s take a look at Obama’s signature employment bill — the omnibus 
spending appropriation that was targeted at halting the recession and 
creating jobs. To hear Obama tell it, in 2009, the passing of the American 


Recovery and Reinvestment Act would usher in a new era of American 
prosperity. Obama promised the American people that by spending hundreds 
of billions of dollars we would keep unemployment low, reduce poverty, 
create a new green economy, and provide shovel-ready projects that would 
rebuild our crumbling infrastructure. 

None of that happened. All we got for our huge investment was a 
mountain of new debt,2£ a long list of failed “green energy” companies,2# 
more poverty,* and infrastructure that is still crumbling.2” Of course, there 
was a recovery, but it was a “recovery” marked by fewer new jobs than were 
needed to keep up with population growth and record low levels of 
workforce participation. As for those shovel-ready projects, even Obama 
had to painfully admit they didn’t exist 2” 


Despite Obama administration forecasts of robust GDP growth of 4.3 
percent in 2011 and 2012, GDP actually only grew 1.3 percent in 2011 and 
2.4 percent in 2012.4 Anemic GDP growth would continue for five years 
before showing real, however brief, signs of improvement. As of the 
summer of 2016, GDP growth is again slumping, returning to immediately- 
post-recession levels around 1.5%. 


The stimulus failed miserably when it came to getting Americans back to 
work as well. The Obama administration had predicted that the official 
unemployment rate would be five percent by January 2014—without the 
stimulus. But, the unemployment rate was actually 6.6 percent. Of course, 
the only reason the unemployment rate got that low was because the labor 
force participation rate kept declining. Despite Obama’s stimulus, it wasn’t 
until May 2014—a whopping seventy-seven months after the start of the 
recession—before non-farm employment returned to pre-recession levels, 
making Obama’s economic recovery the slowest since the failures of the last 
massive community investment projects, more common known as the 
alphabet soup pushed forward by FDR2 Even after six years of Obama’s 
economic policies, the official unemployment rate in December 2014—5.6 
percent—was still above pre-recession levels?“ To say Obama’s stimulus 
failed to deliver is a huge understatement. 


And no wonder! Richer blue states with lower poverty, unemployment, 
bankruptcy, and foreclosure rates received the bulk of Obama's stimulus 
money while poorer red states got shafted.2” It is difficult to provide shovel- 
ready jobs when you’re rebuilding the infrastructure in places where most of 
the people are already employed or possess significant personal wealth. 
Perhaps that is why unemployment stayed above eight percent for an 
unprecedented forty-three months. 


59.Decline of Entrepreneurship 


Few people, not even Barack Obama, would argue that entrepreneurship 
is not critical for the American economy. “Entrepreneurs embody the 
promise of America,” Obama said in January 2011. “In fulfilling this 
promise, entrepreneurs also play a critical role in expanding our economy 
and creating jobs.” And you would think that, with Obama investing 
billions of federal dollars in startups and scientific research, there would be 
a surge in entrepreneurship. After all, Obama often called his stimulus bill 
an investment in the future. 


Not so much. In January 2015, Jim Clifton, the CEO of Gallup, revealed 
that America now ranks “12th among developed nations in terms of business 
startup activity. Countries such as Hungary, Denmark, Finland, New 
Zealand, Sweden, Israel and Italy all have higher startup rates than America 
does.”> Clifton also noted that “for the first time in 35 years, American 
business deaths now outnumber business births.”=28 Unsurprisingly, the last 
time that was true was under Jimmy Carter. 


Small businesses were forced to freeze hiring, cut jobs, even scale back 
growth because of Obamacare, and Obama’s financial regulations have 
dried up startup capital.222 Despite Obama’s lip service to entrepreneurs, his 
policies have been killing America's entrepreneurial spirit. 


60.Tax Hikes After Promised Tax Cuts 


As a candidate for president in 2008, Barack Obama promised to cut taxes 
for the middle class. He promised that “no family making less than $250,000 
a year will see any form of tax increase. Not your income tax, not your 
payroll tax, not your capital-gains taxes, not any of your taxes.” It was a lie, 
of course. No politician, no matter their intentions, can keep tax rates low, 
increase government spending by roughly twenty percent, and keep deficits 
even remotely under control. Indeed, according to an analysis by Americans 
for Tax Reform, Obama’s budget proposals from FY2010 through FY2015 
included a total 442 tax increases!*° Even the left-wing fact-checking site 
PolitiFact had to concede that Obama’s promise to cut taxes on the middle 
class was not kept. 34 


Despite his love for tax increases, Obama often claimed he was a tax 
cutter. He claimed that his stimulus bill cut taxes for 95 percent of 
Americans. It was a lie oft repeated, and rarely challenged by the media. The 
truth is that Obama’s “stimulus” package didn’t cut taxes, as veteran 
journalist and blogger Robert Stacy McCain explained, it merely included: 
“a temporary two-year tax credit that reduced payroll withholding by — 
brace yourself — a whopping $8 a week.”2¥? That didn’t stop Obama from 
claiming it was “the biggest middle-class tax cut in history,” a claim that 
was quickly debunked by the Washington Post's fact checker, who called 


the claim “ridiculous.”32 


Obama may want history to remember him as a friend to the middle class, 
but every single budget Obama has proposed included significant tax hikes. 
From his expensive climate policies, to tobacco taxes, to limits on tax 
deductions, Obama has proposed tax increases amounting to trillions of 
dollars, many of which hurt the middle class.24 And we haven’t even 


discussed the biggest tax hike of them all: the Affordable Care Act. 
61.The First President Without 3 Percent GDP Growth 


If you thought Obama’s economic record couldn’t get any worse... 
there’s more. 


GDP is perhaps best gauge of the strength of America’s economy, and 
when you look at Obama’s economy in terms of GDP, there is no way to 
sugarcoat how awful it has been. Despite seven years of Obamanomics, 
economic growth in the first quarter of 2016 was a dismal .5%, the slowest 


: 5 
in two years.335 


As of this writing, the CBO forecasts an annual GDP growth for 2016 to 
be 2.67%, which also means Obama would be the only president in U.S. 
history to have never had a year of 3.0% or greater GDP growth3# 
According to entrepreneur and Forbes contributor Louis Woodhill, if the 
economic growth in 2016 performs as projected, “Obama will leave office 
having produced an average of 1.55% growth. This would place his 
presidency fourth from the bottom of the list of 39* [*There have been 44 
presidents, but only 39 presidencies. Some terms were shared by two people, 
as a result of death or resignation.], above only those of Herbert Hoover 
(-5.65%), Andrew Johnson (-0.70%) and Theodore Roosevelt (1.41%).”32 


62.The Worst Economic Recovery 


So let’s total this all up for you, readers. What was the net result of 
increased taxes, increased spending, decreased labor force participation, a 
hobbling GDP growth rate, increased dependence, and serial attempts to 
hand the government more control over business? 


If you listen to Obama, you’d think he was the first president ever to 
inherit an economy in recession. But both George W. Bush and Ronald 
Reagan inherited recessions. There have been eleven recessions since World 
War II, each of which was followed by a recovery. Even Obama has 
experienced economic recovery... it just happens to be the worst one. 


All jobs that were lost in post-World War II recessions were recovered, 
on average, after about twenty-five months. It took seventy-seven months 
for non-farm employment to return to pre-recession levels, making Obama’s 


recovery the slowest recovery of them all (by a wide margin!).3¥ 


The labor force participation rate has trended downward for the entirety 
of Obama’s presidency.2 The employment-population ratio has yet to 
recover either, having remained virtually flat since the end of the recession. 
In December 2007, the employment-population ratio was 62.7 percent. By 
the time the recession ended in June 2009, it had dropped to 59.4 percent. In 
December 2014 it was even lower, coming in at 59.2 percent, which is also 
below the average Employment-Population Ratio for the entire 18-month 
recession, and the 60.6 ratio when Obama took office“? Jim Clifton, the 
CEO of Gallup, said in early 2015, “The number of full-time jobs, and that’s 
what everybody wants, as a percent of the total population, is the lowest it’s 
ever been. [...] In the recession we lost 13 million jobs. Only 3 million have 


come back.”34! 


As we noted earlier, wage growth hasn’t been good either. Prior to the 
recession, annual wage growth was above 3 percent, but has averaged about 
2 percent since 2010." GDP growth has also hovered in the tepid two- 
percent range since the so-called recovery*% According to Steven 


Ricchiuto, the chief economist at Mizuho Securities USA, “there is no 
acceleration in underlying economic activity.”>4 


The middle class has been hurt the most in the Obama economy. After six 
years of Obama’s economy, the middle of the road wage earners still made 
less than they did before Obama took office, and have a lower net worth.2# 
Median income in 2013, down 8 percent from 2007, still hadn’t recovered 
from the 2008 recession.“ While most of the jobs lost in the recession were 
medium or high wage jobs, nearly half of the jobs created in the Obama 
recovery have been low-wage jobs.2 Home ownership has declined and, in 
2014, reached a 19-year low.*8 Long-term unemployment is still at a record 
high2” Nearly two-thirds of Americans live paycheck-to-paycheck with no 


emergency fund to cover unexpected expenses.2? 


The Obama recovery has been particularly hard on women and minorities. 
Even though women make up 46.8 percent of the workforce, only 38.6 
percent of all new jobs added under Obama have gone to women2= 
According the Bureau of Labor Statistics: “women have experienced weaker 
job growth after the end of the 2007-2009 downturn than they had 
experienced in the previous three recessions.”* The wealth gap between 


whites and minorities has also gotten worse since the end of the recession.2%4 


America’s young people are also “experiencing hardships like never 
before under the Obama administration,” according to an analysis by Young 
America’s Foundation. The Youth Misery Index (YMI), which is calculated 


“by adding youth unemployment, student loan debt, and national debt (per 
capita) numbers,” reached a record high in 2014. The Youth Misery Index 
increased 53.7 percent under Obama, which is “the highest increase under 
any President, making Obama the worst President for youth economic 
opportunity.”2=4 


Of course, Obama has often claimed that he inherited “the worst recession 
since the Great Depression,” but even that’s not true. The economy Ronald 
Reagan inherited was in rougher shape after the disastrous Carter years. 
The slow recovery is not because the recession he inherited was “the worst 
recession since the Great Depression,” but because his approach to getting 
the economy back on track failed miserably. And while some jobs have been 
created under Obama, he can’t claim responsibility for them. The oil 
industry created more jobs in the United States than all other industries 
combined between 2008 and 2013 despite Obama’s war on oil (more on this 
later)2=° Making Obama’s job record even worse, job growth in just one 
state accounts for the nation-wide net gain in jobs since the recession. From 
December 2007 to December 2014, Texas added 1,444,290 jobs, while the 
49 other states and the District of Columbia were still 275,290 jobs below 


pre-recession levels.2~ 


Obama thinks—or at least claims—that he saved the economy. And while 
he may cherry-pick numbers that give the appearance of an economy that 
bounced back, the Obama Recovery is not one worth bragging about. 
Millions of people lost jobs and never got re-hired. Those who were able to 
find work mostly got lower wage jobs. Household wealth is still below its 
2007 peak. In fact, Obama’s economic growth gap topped two trillion 
dollars in GDP in the summer of 2015. According to Investor’s Business 
Daily, Obama’s so-called economic recovery “is far worse than all the 
previous 10 stretching back 70 years.”2= 


The Great Divider 


A person has to be at least a bit self-absorbed to run for president. But 
most presidents manage to balance this with at least a bit of humility. 
Obama doesn’t possess this quality. Time after time, when he had the 
chance to insert himself into a situation that garnered extensive media 
coverage, he did so. Time after time, when America looked to Obama for 
leadership, he gave them only self-aggrandizing words and cold 
partisanship. Time after time, when the world extended a hand to this once- 
great nation, Obama shoved it aside and greedily took that hand for himself. 
And time after frustrating time, when Obama had an opportunity to put his 
personal feelings aside and show his opponents that he really did care about 
representing them, and not just his ardent supporters, he turned it aside. 
Let’s list off a few examples of this tendency that, by themselves, would be 
splitting hairs to list as entries on our final listing of Obama’s largest 
failures, but that, taken together, show a pattern of narcissism and self- 
involvement not becoming of the White House. 


*In April of 2009, Obama chose, as a gift to the Queen of England, an 
iPod loaded with his inauguration speech and his speech to the 2004 
Democratic National Convention. She reportedly already owned an 


iPod. 32 


When Hawaii senator Daniel Inouye died in December 2012, Obama 
eulogized the senator and war hero by talking about himself, constantly 
referring to Inouye’s life through his own, even devoting some time to 


talk about his own family vacation. 2 


When Neil Armstrong, the first man to step on the Moon, died in 
2012, President Obama “honored” him by posting a picture of Obama 


looking at the Moon.22 


*When it came time to honor the great civil rights pioneer Rosa Parks, 
Obama “honored” her by posting a picture of himself sitting in the bus 
in which Parks bravely refused to give up her seat2@ 


*Obama similarly “honored” President John F. Kennedy on the 50th 
anniversary of his assassination with a photo of himself gazing at 


Kennedy’s portrait 7% 


*Obama couldn’t stop himself from doing the same thing a few weeks 
later when Nelson Mandela died, tweeting a picture of himself hugging 
his daughter in his prison cell. 2% 


*Obama would again use a picture of himself to “honor” those who 


died during the attack on Pearl Harbor. The picture showed Obama in 
the foreground descending the stairs of the USS Arizona Memorial, but 
didn’t fit the full name of the memorial in the background.2 


¢And, of course, Obama also had the biographies of past Presidents on 
the White House website updated to include references to himself and 
his policies. For instance, in the biography of Calvin Coolidge, the first 
President to address the nation via radio, it was added that Obama was 


the first to use Twitter at a town hall meeting 2~ 


This has gone beyond just odd—it’s Cult of Personality stuff, unworthy of 
a President of the United States. Is it really much of a surprise that White 
House staffers have given Obama the nickname “Obam-me?’”=% The thing 
is, this stuff is minor, even if it is a bit creepy. What’s coming in this chapter 
will make you wonder just how much Obama cared for America compared 
to how much he evidently cared for himself. 


63.An Overtly Partisan Inaugural Speech 


Obama’s personality is actually very well characterized by his most 
famous public speeches after the 2008 campaign (wherein he put forward a 
false identity sprinkled with only hints of the truly divisive figure he’d 
become). Elections can be bitter, poisonous contests, but inaugurations are 
times to put all that partisan bitterness behind us and come together for the 
good of the country. Barack Obama, having just been reelected with fewer 
votes than his first election, started his second term with a country more 
divided than when he first took office. But, instead of signaling a shift 
towards the center, and a willingness to bring the two major parties together 
to address the country’s problems, he gave what many described as the most 


partisan inauguration speech in our country’s history 2 


Republicans may have still been licking their wounds after the election 
just a couple months earlier, but the first step in breaching the partisan 
divide is for the country’s chief executive to reach out to the opposition. 
Instead, as Senator John McCain noted, this was the first inauguration 


speech where such a call for both parties to work together was absent.2~ 


Sarah Tanksalvala of the Washington Examiner called the speech, “tan ode 
to collectivism while quoting the founding fathers and documents. It was 
partisan while claiming to speak for the identity of the American.”24 
National Review’s Yuval Levin described it as follows: 


The president probably didn’t even quite see that his second inaugural 
was almost certainly the most partisan inaugural address in American 
history — more partisan than one delivered on the brink of civil war, or 


in the midst of it, or after the most poisonous and bitterly contested 
election in our history. He accused his political opponents of rabid 
(even stupid) radical individualism, of desiring to throw the elderly and 
the poor onto the street, of wanting to leave the parents of disabled 
children with no options, of believing that freedom should be reserved 
for the lucky and happiness for the few, and of putting dogma and party 


above country32 


Ron Fournier of the National Journal wrote, “What happened to the 
idealistic young politician who argued against dividing the country into red 
and blue Americas? It seems we’re not going to see him again.”32 


The Washington Post’s David Ignatius called Obama’s speech “flat, 
partisan and surprisingly pedestrian—more a laundry list of preferred 
political programs than a vision for a divided America and a disoriented 
world.”24 Ignatius continued: 


[Obama] gave a progressive speech that Democrats will like; he 
affirmed the importance of climate change and gay rights, defended by 
name the sanctity of Medicare, Medicaid and Social Security, and 
made a pitch for infrastructure and education spending. 


All worthy causes, but the speech lacked the unifying or transcendent 
ideas that could help Obama do much more than continue the 
Washington version of trench warfare during his second term. If you 
were hoping that the president would set the stage for a grand bargain 
to restructure America’s entitlement programs and fiscal health for the 
21st century, you wouldn't have found much encouragement. 

Missing from the speech was the first inaugural address’s perhaps 
naive dream of uniting America. This second speech seemed to accept 
that America is divided and, as Obama put it, “progress does not 
compel us to settle centuries long debates about the role of government 
for all time.” He called out those who would “treat name-calling as 
reasoned debate’”—I wonder who that could mean?—but Obama's 
plan seemed to be to roll the negativists, rather than try any longer to 


reason with them22 


It’s telling that Obama spoke of unity in 2009, when his party controlled 
both Houses of Congress, but did not in 2013, when he had divided 
government. It’s a stark contrast to the attitude of his predecessor, George 
W. Bush, who had majorities in both the House and Senate at the start of his 
second term, but still made extraordinary efforts to include Democrats on 
big issues, such as his goal to reform Social Security. 


Obama signaled an unwillingness to compromise, or even work with the 
Republican Party in his second term. It’s extremely unfortunate. America is 


more divided now than ever, and Obama apparently wants to keep it that 
way. 


64.Equal Pay Deception 


All presidents lie or spin statistics at least a little to make their points and 
push their agendas, but Obama’s particular brand of lying is uniquely 
corrosive and narcissistic. As president, Barack Obama has championed the 
cause of equal pay. In fact, the first bill Obama signed as president was the 
Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay Act. In his 2014 State of the Union address, he said, 
“women make up about half our workforce. But they still make seventy- 
seven cents for every dollar a man earns. That is wrong, and in 2014, it’s an 
embarrassment.” 


Based on the standard he holds for the national workforce, his passionate 
rhetoric on pay equity doesn’t match his record. According to a Washington 
Post analysis in 2014, “The average male White House employee currently 
earns about $88,600, while the average female White House employee earns 
about $78,400 [..] That is a gap of thirteen percent.”2 This gender-based 
gap has remained unchanged since Obama’s first year in office. 


The White House naturally fought back against the accusation, revealing 
that “men and women in equivalent roles earn equivalent salaries.”2” This 
explanation makes sense, so much sense that it also explains the alleged 
gender pay gap nationally: men and women working similar jobs make 
similar pay. The “gap” only exists when you compare all men with all 
women without considering all the facts. Obama’s claim that women only 
make seventy-seven cents for every dollar a man makes is false, and the 
explanation from the White House demonstrates that Obama clearly knew 
he was perpetuating a falsehood. That didn’t stop him from continuing to 
champion a battle against a non-existent problem. If Obama were honest, 
he’d concede that, just as in his White House, the national statistic he cited 
doesn’t account for differences in education, occupation, position, or even 
hours worked. But the rules of fair debate do not apply to Obama, and the 
truth matters far less than the cause. Obama’s deliberate deception and “war 
on women” rhetoric was the real embarrassment. 


65.Opposing School Choice (while Private Schooling his Kids) 


There are principled, if potentially misguided, reasons to oppose 
government programs that enable parents to choose schooling options other 
than the public system. We would also never pillory a man for choosing to 
pay out of pocket to send his kids to a private school, hoping it will be better 
for their future. But it strikes us as more than a bit hypocritical and elitist for 
the President of the United States to use his wealth and influence to secure, 
for his daughters, the finest private school he can find (Sidwell Friends 


School — a private Quaker institution with a yearly tuition of $37,500), while 
at the same time lecturing Americans on the need to focus their desire for 
educational reforms on the public school system. It feels, to the average 
resident of the inner city, a bit like Marie Antoinette explaining that they 
should just eat some cake. 


It is factually undeniable that many private, charter, and parochial schools 
get far better results than public schools, nationwide, and especially in the 
inner cities. So why, in 2015, has Obama claimed that public schools do 
better than their alternatives? His argument is based on a book, published in 
2013 by Sarah and Chris Lubienski, called The Public School Advantage: 
Why Public Schools Outperform Private Schools. It turns out that the 
Lubienskis published this “study” with a conclusion in mind, purposefully 
ignoring performance metrics like graduation rate, employment rate, SAT 
scores, and college admission that favor all other schooling types and 
focusing on two national math tests that are geared toward the particular 
way in which math is taught in public schools (the bad way: focusing less on 
facts and more on exploration of concepts). 


Given that Obama feels it is worth the tuition to evade the D.C. public 
school system when raising his own daughters, one must ask the question: 
why would he promulgate what is, at best, a hotly disputed claim as the truth 
while speaking at a summit on poverty? It seems, to us, that if the public 
option is so solid for the poor of D.C., Obama would have no qualms with 
sending his own children to the public system. But even if we want to be 
charitable and say that Obama believes the public option is good, but not 
quite as good as the very expensive top-of-the-line private options, we can’t 
ignore the reality that, when objective analysis is done, the public schools 
just don’t measure up. The very people for whom Obama claims to speak at 
poverty summits are clamoring for charter schools, school choice vouchers, 
and other alternatives, as seen in the emotional documentary The Lottery, 
while he ignores their wishes to push a special interest group (the public 
teacher unions) to the fore. Here again, Obama’s preference for the cause, 
and for his own beliefs, trumps any sense of sensitivity for the needs of the 
poor and disadvantaged or any desire to seek out the truth. 


66.Selective Respect 


Sometimes, the disrespect that Obama displays isn’t down to specific 
actions or language, but to inaction. For example, on July 16, 2015, a 
Muslim gunman opened fire at two U.S. military installations in 
Chattanooga, TN, eventually killing four Marines and one sailor. We’ll talk 
more about the absurdity of military “gun free zones” later in this book, but, 
for now, let us focus on Obama’s response to this tragedy. Presidents have a 
certain responsibility to maintain morale and command the respect of those 


that serve them in the U.S. military. The Commander-in-Chief has always 
taken great pains to pay homage to the fallen, and Obama was responsible 
for the five dead service members. Certainly, he would immediately take 
some note of these terrible deaths at the hands of our enemies? Well, not 
exactly. 


Obama was swift to decorate the White House in gay pride colors once 
the Supreme Court legalized same-sex marriage throughout the United 
States. Obama ordered flags flown at half-staff to honor the victims of the 
Newtown massacre on the same day of the tragedy. Oddly, it took Obama’s 
White House five days before they decided to lower the White House flag to 
half-staff in honor of the dead in Chattanooga. Even then, it appears that it 
was only ordered because just about everyone else in the country was flying 
their flags at half-staff: State governors, businesses, the U.S. Congress, and 
private citizens. It can only be assumed that someone in Obama’s political 
machine suddenly woke up to how bad it looked politically to have the 
White House flag flying high while everyone else was in mourning. It looks 
like if you want to be honored by Obama, you’d better be politically useful. 
We recognize that events happen at the speed of light these days, but there 
are some things that should take precedent over ideology, over agenda, and 
over time constraints — this is one of them. Obama’s failure to show 
reverence for the fallen on a consistent basis is disturbing and in stark 
contrast to his predecessors. 


67.Missed Budget Deadlines 


Here is another classic example of Obama’s warped priorities. As a 
presidential candidate and as president-elect, Obama promised to “go 
through our federal budget — page by page, line by line — eliminating those 
programs we don’t need, and insisting that those we do operate in a sensible, 
cost-effective way.”24 This promise suggested Obama was very serious 
about the nation’s budget, and getting the country’s fiscal house in order, as 
the President is charged with doing above all other priorities but national 
defense. 


But as president, the budget became such a low priority for him that, not 
only did he break his promise to go line-by-line to eliminate waste (not that 
anyone really believed he’d do that anyway), but he couldn’t even manage 
to submit his yearly budget proposal on time. According to the Budget and 
Accounting Act of 1921, the President of the United States is required to 
submit his annual budget by the first Monday in February. Since it was 
signed into law, most presidents submitted their budget on time, but no 
president ever missed the legally mandated deadline more than once. That 
is, until Barack Obama became President. 


Obama’s budget for FY2011 and FY2016 were both on time, but the 


others were all late22: 


FY2010: 98 days late 
FY2012: 7 days late 
FY2013: 7 days late 
FY2014: 66 days late 
FY2015: 30 days late2®? 


While hardly the worst of his offenses while in office, his repeated 
violation of the law regarding the budget is yet another example of Obama’s 
tendency to care more about crafting a narrative and pushing his larger 
agenda than about the hard work of managing the nation. 


68.Hypocrisy on No-Bid Contracts 


As a presidential candidate in 2008, Obama promised that he would end 
the practice of awarding contracts over $25,000 without bidding. This was 
in response to the leftist complaint, during the Bush Administration, that 
Halliburton—once run by Vice President Dick Cheney—had received no- 
bid contracts for work in Iraq. Obama broke his promise here for much the 
same reason he broke his promise to close Guantanamo Bay prison camp: 
reality.*8! While it is often in the public’s interest that government contracts 
be bid upon by various firms, sometimes certain types of jobs can only be 
done by certain firms. Obama, living in a liberal fantasy world and anxious 
to fire up his leftwing base, made the promise to end no-bid contracts 
without thinking the matter through. 


As a candidate, Obama may have just been ignorant of how things work. 
As president, though, his ignorance became hypocrisy when he awarded a 
$433 million no-bid contract to Siga Technologies, the maker of an 
experimental smallpox vaccine that also happens to be a major donor for 
Democrats. The conflict of interest was so blatant that Claire McCaskill, a 
top Democrat in the Senate, called for an investigation into a potential 


conflict of interest and possible waste of tax dollars.282 


69.Removing God and Jerusalem from his Party Platform 


Let’s move away from Obama’s priorities and delve into his obsession 
with crafting a narrative that casts him in the best possible light at all costs. 
We would never argue that Obama is the only politician in our history to do 
some of this, but, for Obama, this seems to be the very top priority, above 


people, above policy, above all else. The next several entries on our list will 
illustrate the lengths to which Obama will go to make himself the hero, and 
the harm such tactics have done. 


It is a staple of American politics to call upon the blessings of God for our 
efforts. Even today, the overwhelming majority of Americans express belief 
in God and a majority of them adhere to the Judeo-Christian concept of God. 
So, honoring God is, in practical terms, generally considered uncontroversial 
in American politics. But, at the 2012 Democrat National Convention, God 
was explicitly removed from the party platform, as was any mention of 
Jerusalem, and Democrats in attendance booed an amendment proposal to 
reinsert both statements, leading former L.A. Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa to 
cram them into the platform using an up or down vote and some very 
generous estimates of the yea votes. The “bad optics” of the Democratic 
Party delegates booing God and Jerusalem, however, are not the point of this 
entry. 


Once the media reported the story, the Democratic National Committee 
went into full damage control. The media aided and abetted, and the bad 
situation was quickly spun into a positive for Obama, suggesting he 
personally intervened to get the mention of God and Jerusalem as Israel’s 
capital back in the party platform. Of course, the truth is that Obama had 
already been aware of the change. Politico reported that Obama “had seen 
the language prior to the convention [...] but did not seek to change it until 
after Republicans jumped on the omissions...”383 Obama seems incapable of 
admitting that he approved of this change and then got caught by a 
disapproving public. When the citizens deem his positions out-of-line, 
Obama refuses to own them and make the case in their defense. 


70.Exploiting Disaster and Tragedy to Push his Agenda 


If there’s any time to put politics aside, it’s in the wake of a national 
tragedy. But Barack Obama has seen fit, more than once in his presidency, 
to take a national tragedy and use it to push his own agenda. Obama used the 
BP Oil spill as cover for banning offshore drilling. He even compared the 
situation to the 9/11 terror attacks The memorial service for the victims 
of the Tucson shooting where Rep. Gabrielle Giffords was severely 
wounded was turned into a quasi-political rally and an opportunity to rail 
against tea party extremists and call for better gun control measures to 


boot 28 


During a press conference several days after the shooting in Newton, CT 
at the Sandy Hook Elementary School, Obama invoked the massacre and 
Hurricane Sandy in a shameful plea for Republicans to agree to raise taxes. 
“After what we’ve gone through over the past several months,” Obama said 


regarding the hurricane and the shooting, “the country deserves the folks to 
be willing to compromise for the greater good.”=8° Not that Obama ever 
showed any desire to compromise on taxes or entitlement reform during the 
fiscal cliff negotiations. We’ll get to some of these issues again before we’re 
done, but here, we’re simply highlighting the reality that Obama seems 
preoccupied with messaging, even when cramming in that political talking 
point is in the poorest of taste or carries the whiff of exploitative 
opportunism at the emotional harm of the victims of tragedy. 


71.Unprecedented Attempts to Influence the Supreme Court 


The judiciary is independent of the executive under our system of 
government, and for good reason. A free nation must have a legal system 
which is beyond the control of the executive in order to guarantee the people 
against executive tyranny. While the President enforces the law, it is the 
Judiciary that decides which laws are Constitutional and whether or not they 
are enforceable. Given Obama’s routine disregard for the law, it is no 
surprise that he has tried to pressure the Judiciary to rule in his favor on 
political matters. 


According to Josh Blackman, a constitutional law professor at the South 
Texas College of Law, “Very few Presidents have spoken about pending 
Supreme Court cases after arguments were submitted. Even fewer discussed 
the merits of cases. Only a handful could be seen as preemptively faulting 
the Justices for ruling against the government. President Obama, however, 
stands alone in his pointed and directed arguments to the Supreme Court.” 


His public comments about two cases involving the constitutionality of 
key aspects of Obamacare serve as fine examples of this tendency. Those 
cases were: NFIB v, Sebelius, which addressed the individual mandate, and 
King v. Burwell, which addressed federal subsidies. 


Of NFIB v. Sebelius, Obama said, “Justices should understand that, in the 
absence of an individual mandate, you cannot have a mechanism to ensure 
that people with preexisting conditions can actually get healthcare.” He also 
said that it would be “unprecedented” for the Court to overturn the law. In 
King v. Burwell, Obama, in preemptively faulting the Court, said the case 
“shouldn’t even have been taken up.” In both cases, the Supreme Court 
ruled in Obama’s favor. Regardless of whether or not Obama’s preemptive 
public attacks on the Court influenced any Justices, it is not the job of any 
president to try to influence the Supreme Court. Obama’s own college law 
professor, Laurence Tribe, pointed out that, “[p]residents should generally 
refrain from commenting on pending cases during the process of judicial 
deliberation. Even if such comments won’t affect the justices ... they can 
contribute to an atmosphere of public cynicism.”38 For Obama, though, 


such risks are worth it — the good of his legacy matters more than the good 
of the nation. 


72.Politicizing the National Endowment for the Arts 


Brace yourselves — this is where it starts to get really creepy. In the 
summer of 2009, Patrick Courrielche, a contributor at Breitbart, participated 
in a conference call by the National Endowment for the Arts (NEA) that 
called on up-and-coming and well-known artists “to help lay a new 
foundation for growth, focusing on core areas of the recovery agenda - 
health care, energy and environment, safety and security, education, 
community renewal.”=° The call was run, in part, by NEA Director of 
Communications, Yosi Sergant; Buffy Wicks, Deputy Director of the White 
House Office of Public Engagement; and Nell Abernathy, Director of 
Outreach for Obama’s United We Serve campaign: 


Backed by the full weight of President Barack Obama’s call to service 
and the institutional weight of the NEA, the conference call was billed 
as an opportunity for those in the art community to inspire service in 
four key categories, and at the top of the list were “health care” and 
“energy and environment.” The service was to be attached to the 
President’s United We Serve campaign, a nationwide federal initiative 
to make service a way of life for all Americans. 


[...] 

We were encouraged to bring the same sense of enthusiasm to these 
“focus areas” as we had brought to Obama’s presidential campaign, 
and we were encouraged to create art and art initiatives that brought 
awareness to these issues. Throughout the conversation, we were 
reminded of our ability as artists and art professionals to “shape the 
lives” of those around us. The now famous Obama “Hope” poster, 
created by artist Shepard Fairey and promoted by many of those on the 
phone call, and will.i.am’s “Yes We Can” song and music video were 
presented as shining examples of our group’s clear role in the 


election. 32 


There has been plenty of debate over the appropriateness of the 
government funding art, particularly when it’s controversial or obscene. But 
there’s something completely un-American about the Obama administration 
actively calling on the art community to generate propaganda for their 
agenda with government grant money. It is also illegal, as the conference 
call violated six federal laws, including the Anti-Lobbying Act and the 
Hatch Act. 


73.Telling Media How to Report his Positions 


On April 27, 1961, President John F. Kennedy said, “Without debate, 
without criticism, no Administration and no country can succeed--and no 
republic can survive.”2~ Times certainly have changed. Instead of extolling 
the virtues of freedom of the press, Barack Obama instead has sought to 
minimize debate and criticism from the press. 


While speaking at the Associated Press luncheon, on April 3, 2012, 
Obama told an audience of journalists how to report his positions. He said, 
“So as all of you are doing your reporting, I think it’s important to 
remember that the positions I’m taking now on the budget and a host of 
other issues, if we had been having this discussion 20 years ago, or even 15 
years ago, would have been considered squarely centrist positions.”2 


Obama influences his media coverage in other ways as well. While 
running for re-election, Obama granted many interviews to local media. By 
August 2012, Obama had done 58 local media interviews, but only 8 
national media interviews.24 It was revealed that Obama was doing this to 
set ground rules for his local media interviews, something that he wouldn’t 
be able to get away with as easily with the national media. With local media, 
Obama could often dictate the topics that would be discussed, allowing him 
to control the conversation, and avoid criticism and accountability 
Kennedy’s words, spoken more than 50 years ago, seem like an ominous 


warning now. 
74.The Know-Nothing President 


One way that Obama tries to spin events to fit a picture of him as a heroic 
crusader besieged by unreasonable adversaries is to deflect blame when 
things that should be under his purview go haywire. His skill in this area is 
epic, as you'll see. We know that the President of the United States has 
information resources that are available to no one else in the world. A 
veritable army of people in the Executive branch is on hand to provide 
Obama with information on any conceivable issue. Despite this, Obama 
seems to be grossly unaware of what’s going on in the world, or even with 
his own Administration. 


Whenever a scandal arose within his administration, Obama claimed to 
have found out about them the same time everyone else did, the exact same 
way: through the media. This is how it was for Fast and Furious, the NSA 
spying on world leaders, the IRS targeting conservative groups, the 
Department of Justice secretly acquiring phone records from the Associated 
Press, the VA waiting list scandal, and many other events that would surely 
have toppled any Republican presidency. Obama, we’re supposed to believe, 
was just as shocked and surprised as the rest of us.22° Even the Hillary 
Clinton email scandal was claimed to have been first revealed to Obama 


when the media broke the story in March 20152 Of course, in that case, 
we have incontrovertible proof that Obama’s claims of ignorance were 
boldfaced lies, since we have records of more than 20 emails sent by Hillary 
Clinton to Obama from her private email address. We’re forced to wonder: 
just how many emails did Obama receive from Hillary Clinton while she 
was the Secretary of State? Did he never see the address of the sender? In all 
of these cases, the official White House explanation for what Obama knew 
and when is clearly suspect. In the case of Hillary’s email, according to a 
report from Politico, the White House was aware of Hillary Clinton’s 
private email scandal six months before the New York Times broke the 
story.2%8 

It’s doubtful that anyone really believes Obama was unaware of the 
scandals brewing in his administration. But denying involvement in, or 
foreknowledge of, scandals is expected of politicians. However, there’s no 
excuse for how Obama was repeatedly blindsided by consequential events 
worldwide, including the Arab Spring,*” the North Korea rocket launch,“ 


the rise of ISIS in Iraq, Russia’s invasion of Ukraine, and the collapse of 


the U.S. backed government in Yemen*”. A dangerous world is made even 
more dangerous when the President of the United States and his 
administration are repeatedly caught off-guard by world events. 
Unfortunately, Obama’s detachment from foreign policy has made America 


less safe, and less respected worldwide. 
75.Blaming Bush and Congress 


Every president casts at least some blame upon his predecessor. It is a 
natural inclination to ascribe any particularly thorny issue to the policies of 
the man who came before. But, for President Obama, blaming his 
predecessor has become an exercise in the absurd and fits a pattern of 
deflecting blame and criticism that extends to an inconceivably huge range 
of issues. 


Over the course of Obama’s first term, he blamed Bush for the economy, 
for the botched Operation Fast and Furious, for the massive deficits, for our 
plummeting national wealth, for our problems in the Middle East — for just 
about everything which has gone wrong. At one point, President Obama was 
blaming President Bush for things while standing right next to President 
Bush. It must have become so reflexive that he didn’t know what else to 
say. Regardless of whether it was his first day, or the end of his first term, 
Obama hasn’t taken responsibility for the outcomes of his policies. Obama’s 
administration even tried to blame the Solyndra scandal on Bush, even 
though Bush’s Energy Department denied Solyndra’s loan application two 


weeks before Obama took office 4% 


Obama rarely took responsibility for his failures, but often took sole credit 
for accomplishments he should not have, like healing one of the victims of 
the theater shooting in Aurora, Colorado who had been shot through the 
head. 


Obama likes to talk about the bad economy he inherited, but he never 
credits Bush for the military and intelligence agencies he inherited that were 
far more able to fight terror and analyze threats effectively than they had 
been before 9/11. 


When Obama wasn’t blaming Bush for his problems, he was blaming 
Congress—particularly the Republicans in Congress. When Obama first 
took office, he inherited impressive advantages for Democrats in both the 
House and Senate, meaning that he saw no need to court Republican support 
to achieve his agenda. Obama could have done whatever he wanted, and the 
Republican Party was nearly powerless to stop it. 


And yet, four years later, while running for reelection, Obama spent lots 
of time blaming the GOP for his own lack of accomplishments, particularly 
on domestic issues. The economy was still limping along, despite his 
stimulus and Obamacare, both of which were supposed to stimulate the 
economy and create jobs. According to Obama, there was progress made on 
the economy, but he needed more time to accomplish more because 
Republicans were blocking his agenda. 


He blamed the Republicans for his failure to pass immigration reform.*% 


He blamed the Republicans for his unwillingness to compromise with 


Republicans.“ He blamed Republicans for his plans to ignore Republican 


desires.“ He even threatened to blame Republicans for the failure of the 
fiscal cliff negotiations in his 2013 State of the Union address, despite the 
fact he was the one not willing to compromise.*@ And, of course, he blamed 
the GOP for not funding critical parts of the government during the brief 
shutdown that occurred in October of 2013, even though Republicans in the 
House of Representatives passed piecemeal funding bills that Harry Reid 
refused to even bring to the floor for debate. While the left was busy 
tormenting would-be national monument visitors and demagoguing the 
shutdown, Republicans were being turned away even when they attempted 


to fund such benign things as cancer research initiatives. 
76.Worsening the Partisan Divide in Congress 


Leaders lead — they do it by owning their beliefs and ideas, by working 
hard to convince people that their ideas are good ones, by compromising 
with those who oppose them to get something done, and by striving to listen 
to the objections of their peers and consider them. They certainly do not lead 
by ignoring critics, demonizing their would-be partners and then shaming 


them when they inexplicably do not see eye to eye. Unfortunately, a man 
who cannot accept responsibility for his own mistakes, own his ideas in the 
face of popular opposition, or see things from the perspective of anyone but 
himself is going to be a polarizing figure if he is placed in a leadership role. 
Those character traits are the definition of narcissism, and Obama embodies 
them fully. 


Despite his left-wing record, Obama campaigned, in 2008, on a theme of 
bipartisanship and a promise to end partisanship in Washington by bringing 
“Democrats and Republicans together to pass an agenda that works for the 
American people.”“2 Unfortunately, Obama forgot the definition of 
bipartisanship when he took office without needing a single Republican vote 
to pass his agenda. 


The fact-checking site PolitiFact reported in August of 2012 that, rather 
than bringing Congress together in a bipartisan fashion, under Obama, 
Congress was more divided than ever before. 


The House, led by a Republican majority that includes a slate of tea 
party members elected for the first time in 2010, set a record for the 
Srequency of these party-line votes. 


The Senate, where Democrats were in charge, held far fewer partisan 
votes, but the average Democratic senator fell in line with his or her 
party’s majority more than any time in the last five decades -- another 
record. 


[...] 

“I don’t think Obama ever brought the Republicans up to the White 
House in the way that (President Bill Clinton) would,” said Sean 
Theriault, a political scientist from University of Texas at Austin. “It’s 
unlikely it would have helped, but he didn’t try as hard as he could 
have. "4 


Obama has put virtually no effort into working with Congress to achieve a 
bipartisan agenda. By comparison, George W. Bush had many bipartisan 
successes on big issues like tax cuts, the Patriot Act, No Child Left Behind, 
Medicare reform, pension reform, and even the 2008 Stimulus and TARP. 
Obama, however, got one Republican vote in the House and zero in the 
Senate for Obamacare, and zero Republican votes in the House and only 
three votes from Republicans in the Senate for his 2009 stimulus bill. 


77.Threatening to Veto Bills that Would Force him to follow the Law 


Every president, when taking the oath of office, swears to “preserve, 
protect and defend the Constitution of the United States.” Even though 
Obama has taken this oath twice, he has repeatedly chosen to violate the 


Constitution for the sake of his own agenda. 


All through Obama’s two terms in office, his unconstitutional actions and 
power grabs have outraged growing numbers of American citizens, as well 
as members of Congress. Lawmakers have tried nearly everything they can, 
short of impeachment, to reign in Obama and stop his excesses. After a long 
train of usurpations and abuses by Obama, two separate pieces of legislation 
were drafted to curtail the President’s unconstitutional actions. The Faithful 
Execution of the Law Act of 2014 would require that Congress receive an 
explanation from the U.S. Attorney General every time an executive branch 
agency unilaterally decides not to enforce a law. The Enforce the Law Act 
would give Congress the power to sue the president when he unilaterally 


2 
changes a law or doesn’t enforce the law. 4 


While neither of these laws would stop a Presidential action, Obama was 
so unwilling to surrender the unbridled power he has assumed, that he 
threatened to veto both bills. It’s hard to believe that a U.S. President could 
have such disdain for the Constitution and the laws of the land that such bills 
were even necessary to write, let alone veto. 


78.Threatening to Defund Homeland Security Over Executive Amnesty 


The Department of Homeland Security (DHS) was created after the 
September 11 terrorist attacks with the purpose of protecting the United 
States from terrorism and other domestic threats and emergencies. Since the 
department was established, it has been the focus of much criticism, 
particularly with regards to violating Americans’ 4th Amendment Rights. 
Still, it’s hard to imagine a circumstance where the sitting President of the 
United States might threaten to block funding for an agency created with the 
purpose of protecting the homeland. Yet, Barack Obama made such a threat. 


In December of 2014, Obama advisor Dan Pfeiffer told The Huffington 
Post that Obama “would veto a bill to fund the Department of Homeland 
Security if it included a rider that nullified his executive action on deferred 
deportation.“ In other words, Obama would block funding for the 
Department of Homeland Security if the Republican Party defied his 
unilateral and unconstitutional executive amnesty. This is yet another 
example of Obama putting politics ahead of the security of the United States 
—which includes border security—so that he can get everything he wants 
without compromise. In this case, Obama didn’t even have to use his veto 
power. A bill funding DHS that defunded Obama’s executive amnesty had 
passed the House but was blocked by Democrats in the Senate. House 
Republicans, in order to prevent a shutdown ultimately caved and passed a 
clean DHS funding bill in early March 2015, leaving Obama’s executive 
amnesty intact.44 


79.Refusal to Compromise on the “Fiscal Cliff” 


After he was reelected, Obama decided that compromise was no longer 
necessary; even when Republicans gave him something he wanted, he 
wasn’t going to give them something back in return. Obama has oft repeated 
that he wants to see “the rich pay their fair share,” and had promised to end 
exemptions and deductions for high-income earners. He was unable to fulfill 
this promise before the election, but with the “fiscal cliff’ looming at the 
end of 2012, Obama was offered precisely this by Republican House 
leaders, who had hoped Obama would accept their concession and offer one 
of his own to complete the deal. 


The GOP had offered a balanced compromise: reduce or eliminate various 
exemptions and deductions for high-income earners; in exchange for making 
all of the Bush tax cuts permanent.*® With this deal, Obama could finally 
keep his promise, and could do so with bipartisan support! But this wasn’t 
good enough for Obama, who rejected the deal because he still wanted an 
increase in tax rates4£ There would be no halfway with him. No 
compromise. No concessions. Just his way or the highway. Obama may 
have been re-elected, but he was reelected with divided government, and 
instead of being the unifying politician he claimed he would be, he 
established, once and for all, without any ambiguity, that compromise just 
wasn’t a word in his vocabulary, despite his rhetoric for a “balanced 
approach” to solving the country’s fiscal problems. 


80.Jumping to Race-Based Conclusions 


Another unfortunate characteristic of Obama’s public rhetoric has been 
his tendency to use race as a wedge to divide Americans. When asked about 
the Secret Service prostitution scandal back in 2012, White House press 
secretary Jay Carney said “it would not be appropriate” for Obama to 
comment on it while the investigation was ongoing.” And he was right. 
Unfortunately, there have been times where Obama has inappropriately 
commented on ongoing investigations, and perhaps not coincidentally, each 
case has alleged racial components. 


Less than a month before the Secret Service prostitution investigation, 
Obama felt it was proper to weigh in on the ongoing investigation of the 
shooting death of Trayvon Martin. Obama claimed that the nation needed 
some “soul searching” over the shooting death of the young African- 
American. He added, towards the end of his statement, “If I had a son, he’d 
look like Trayvon,% essentially giving credence to the unfounded 
allegations that Trayvon’s race was a factor in his being shot and killed. 


This was not the first time that Obama jumped to conclusions about a 
racial motive in an ongoing investigation. In July of 2009, Obama spoke out 


about the arrest of Harvard University Professor Henry Louis Gates Jr., who 
had been mistakenly arrested while he was trying to enter his own home. 
Gates had been struggling with his door and a 911 call had been placed by a 
neighbor who thought they were witnessing a break-in attempt. Sgt. James 
Crowley of the Cambridge Police Department responded and, when the 
officer arrived, Gates initially refused to provide identification and so was 
ultimately arrested for disorderly conduct. 


A week later, Obama said that Crowley “acted stupidly” by arresting 
Gates, who is African-American and cited “a long history in this country of 
African-Americans and Latinos being stopped by law enforcement 
disproportionately.” Obama said all of this despite admitting that he didn’t 
know all the facts or “what role race played.”“” His comments brought 
further controversy to the situation, prompting him to invite Gates and 
Crowley to the White House for a “beer summit,” in an attempt to diffuse 
the controversy he made worse. 


Obama has been very selective in what cases he finds it appropriate to 
comment on and make hasty judgments about. It’s extremely unfortunate 
that the nation’s first black president would so irresponsibly jump to race- 
based conclusions, even when he admitted that he didn’t have all of the 
facts. The same story would be repeated following the death of Michael 
Brown in Ferguson, MO. Here again, Obama was quick to call for a 
“national discussion” on racial biases in law enforcement, long before the 
facts were in regarding whether Officer Wilson’s actions were justified. And 
what is the result of this tendency of America’s first black President to view 
everything through the prism of racial politics and social justice? Some 
polling indicates that Americans are more racially divided now than they 


were when Obama took office.” 


81.The Race-Baiting President 


The 2008 election of Barack Obama was seen by many as a turning point 
in race relations in America. In fact, even Obama’s opponents could not help 
but feel a surge of pride in the United States that we had so far buried our 
racial past that we had elected our first black President. As it has turned out, 
the election of Obama has proved a watershed in the history of American 
race relations, but not in the way most had hoped. Rather than being the 
unifying force he pretended to be, Obama has repeatedly used his position to 
drive wedges between American ethnic groups. 

From de-facto condoning voter intimidation by the Black Panthers! to 
his words and actions on the Trayvon Martin case,“ Obama has taken 
every opportunity he can to increase racial animosity in the United States. 
Obama is quite egregious in his efforts to inject racial hatred into issues 


which have little or nothing to do with race. 


Obama went out of his way to erroneously claim that the illegal 
immigration law passed by Arizona in 2010 would cause harassment of 
Hispanic-Americans because of what they “look like.“ In an interview 
with the New York Times, he even claimed that, if Congress didn’t support 
his economic agenda, racial tensions “may get worse.”44 In an interview 
with The New Yorker, published in January of 2014, he implied there was a 
racial component to his low approval ratings, claiming: “There’s no doubt 
that there’s some folks who just really dislike me because they don’t like the 
idea of a black president.”“2 When it came to the legalization of marijuana, 
Obama made a race-based argument to justify his support, “African- 
American kids and Latino kids are more likely to be poor and less likely to 
have the resources and the support to avoid unduly harsh penalties... .”*2 


His Administration has done virtually everything it can to racialize every 
issue. Health and Human Services Secretary Kathleen Sebelius equated 
opponents of Obamacare with opponents of civil rights legislation in the 
1960s during the 2013 NAACP convention. She even equated the fight for 


Obamacare to “the fight against lynching and the fight for desegregation.”2 


Under the leadership of Obama’s Attorney General Eric Holder, the 
Department of Justice has selectively enforced laws on a racial basis. 
According to whistle-blower J. Christian Adams, Holder’s belief that he is 
the arbiter of racial justice has led him to perceive many cases through the 
ideological lens of racial politics and critical race theory, ultimately biasing 
the entire Obama administration. 


After exploiting tragic events in Ferguson, MO and New York City 
involving young black men being killed by white police officers and 
claiming that racism is deeply rooted in American society,“ Obama had the 
nerve to tell NPR that he felt race relations had improved during his 
presidency.22 Of course, polls have shown otherwise. According to a 
Bloomberg Politics poll at the end of 2014, a majority of Americans felt race 


relations have gotten worse since he took office.2! Americans don’t just 


believe they have gotten worse, they genuinely are worried about it. 
According to a Gallup survey released in April 2016, more than a third of 
Americans are worried “a great deal” about race relations, more than 
doubling since 2014, and the highest ever recorded. 


82.Officially the Most Polarizing President... Ever 


We can now take this opportunity to summarize Obama’s impact on the 
nation’s political discourse. He has proved to be divisive, unwilling to 
compromise, willfully deceptive, unable to accept responsibility for any 


negative outcome or any position he has taken that proved unpopular, too 
quick to place blame, to look for reasons to place us into groups and too 
obsessed with crafting a story about himself as a hero. It all adds up. Obama 
campaigned on a promise to unite the country, and began his first term with 
approval ratings over 60 percent.**? Unfortunately, he quickly squandered 
the goodwill of those who took him at his word, and would have the largest 
partisan gaps in approval of any president. The partisan gaps for Obama, as 
measured by Gallup and reported in a 2015 article on the subject: 


Year 1: 65 points 
Year 2: 68 points 
Year 3: 68 points 
Year 4: 76 points 


Year 5: 71 points 


Year 6: 70 points.+# 


Obama’s first four years in office “were the most polarized for any 
president’s first, second, third, or fourth years.” All of Obama’s years in 


office to date rank in Gallup’s top ten most polarizing years. 


Of course, this isn’t just a reflection of Obama’s job performance, but also 
of the political environment in the United States, since the partisan gaps 
have been consistently above 60 points since 2004, and presidential 
approval ratings have become increasingly polarized. According to Gallup, 
“there has been an average party gap of 70 points in Obama's approval 
ratings, which, if it continues, would be easily the highest for any president 
to date. Bush is second with a 61-point gap throughout his presidency, 
followed by Clinton (56) and Reagan (52).”2° 


Still, Obama certainly deserves a huge chunk of the blame. He started his 
first term with high bipartisan approval, but his party had majorities in both 
Houses of Congress, so he didn’t need Republican support for his agenda, 
and didn’t bother seeking it out. After Republicans gained control of the 
House in 2010, he still didn’t seek bipartisan support, and after Republicans 
regained the Senate in 2014, he showed even more defiance, stating that, 
though he heard the voices of the Americans that voted, he also heard the 
even louder voices of the ones that stayed home — suggesting that the 
outcome of the 2014 midterms was not a repudiation of policies, but a 


rejection of “business as usual” in Washington. Perhaps if he entered 


office in 2009 with divided government he would have learned about the 
concept of compromise and been a less divisive president. 


Foreign Policy: General 


At the G20 Summit in London, England in 2009, the first international 
summit of his presidency, Obama was asked about previous comments he 
made regarding America’s “diminished power and authority” over the last 
decade. He was hardly humble in his explanation on how to solve that 
problem. He said, “I would like to think that with my election and the early 
decisions that we’ve made, that you’re starting to see some restoration of 
America’s standing in the world.” 8 


Despite coming into office with virtually no foreign policy experience, 
Obama believed he would arrive on the scene, restore the world’s faith in 
the U.S. as a reliable partner, convince die-hard enemies of the west to 
negotiate in good faith, and end the many regional wars and seemingly 
intractable ideological differences that divide the world, or, at least, begin 
the healing process. The reality, however, looked much different. His lack of 
foreign policy experience opened him up to many embarrassing, insulting, 
or otherwise inexcusable gaffes. In one such example, in September of 2012, 
Obama said of Egypt, “I don’t think that we would consider them an ally, 
but we do not consider them an enemy.” White House aides and the State 
Department had to scramble to correct the record that Egypt is, in fact, a 
major non-NATO ally, and has been since 1989.42 


But the mistakes ran much deeper than confusion over America’s 
complex relationships around the world. His vanity and naiveté would come 
back to hurt him most when he applied a warped, backward strategy of 
befriending our adversaries and holding our friends at arm’s length. This 
frightful combination emboldened our enemies, damaged our friendships, 
and destabilized the entire world, from the Middle East to South America. 


We'll deal with radical Islam, the Middle East, and the global fight 
against terrorism in a later chapter; but first, we will review Obama’s 
general approach to matters of foreign policy and discuss his evident 
confusion as to the difference between a friend and a foe, as well as his often 
disrespectful and dictatorial management of the U.S. Armed Forces. By the 
time you’ve read through this chapter, you might just be as confused as we 
were in trying to decipher Obama’s strategy for safeguarding America’s 
interests and fostering peace. 


83.The Global Apology Tour 


When Obama first became president, he went on what was dubbed by 
some as the “Global Apology Tour.’“” Essentially, the purpose of this 
series of summits, international speeches, and diplomatic gatherings was to 
rebrand the United States in a manner that Obama believed would be more 


acceptable to the rest of the world. In his view, the U.S. had acquired a bad 
reputation under George W. Bush and other prior administrations, and the 
way to fix it was to announce that he would govern differently. The various 
appearances were generally met with favorable reactions from around the 
world. There was just one problem; they accomplished nothing, other than 
to show weakness and brand America as unreliable and lacking in a 
consistent moral vision. 


While in France, in April 2009, Obama said that, in America, there is “a 
failure to appreciate Europe’s leading role in the world.” He followed that 
up with: “America has shown arrogance and been dismissive, even 
derisive.”“! A week later, while speaking to the Turkish Parliament, Obama 
claimed that America is still “working through some of our own darker 
periods in our history,” citing slavery and segregation as legacies we still 
struggle with.“ At the Summit of the Americas later that same month, he 
did concede that America has played a key role in promoting peace and 
prosperity, but that “we have at times been disengaged, and at times we 
sought to dictate our terms.”“? 


Obama’s apologizing for the United States continued through his final 
year in office. In 2016, just before Memorial Day weekend, Obama became 
the first U.S. president to visit the Hiroshima Peace Memorial, and, while 
not making a direct apology, called the United States’ use of atomic 
weapons on Japan, the same ones that resulted in the Japan’s surrender and 
the end of World War II, "mistakes of the past.”““ Similarly, when he 
toured Havana on his diplomatic mission to Cuba, he went out of his way to 
praise Castro’s regime for getting it right on healthcare and education and 
say America could learn from the Cuban example on human rights, all while 
sidestepping Castro’s dubious claim that Cuba held no political prisoners.“ 


There are many similar examples, all proving Obama’s negative view of 
America and its history. What they share in common is an apparent belief 
that you can sell your brand as reliable by claiming it’s been terrible up until 
today. In reality, people don’t tend to think a bad neighbor will become a 
good one overnight, or that a liar will become honest today, simply because 
he declares that he is. We would question just what, precisely, Obama hoped 
to accomplish with such a dreary, slanted portrayal of America’s past? It 
certainly isn’t good branding, and it certainly gained us nothing 
diplomatically to do it. 


Even if a President of the United States takes a dim view of America’s 
place in history, when acting as the commander and chief of the armed 
forces, he cannot use his influence to denigrate the nation without expecting 
negative consequences throughout the world. As you'll see, negative 


consequences weren’t far off. 
84.Cutting Funding to Fight AIDS 


Obama did not enter the White House facing a situation where America 
had no political capital around the world. Despite his conviction that George 
W. Bush had left us without a friend in sight, America had many allies and 
ran many successful programs to fight the world’s most pernicious 
problems. Somehow, Obama managed to turn many of those advantages into 
old memories, and many of our longstanding friends into neutral observers. 
Let’s look at a few examples. 


George W. Bush’s initiative to fight AIDS around the world, the 
President’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief (PEPFAR), has saved millions 
of lives, particularly in Africa. From the program’s launch in 2003 to the 
time Bush left office, the number of HIV-infected people in Africa that were 
getting proper treatment went from less than 50,000 to 2 million“ His 
efforts didn’t go unnoticed by the people of the African continent either. 
When President Bush took a farewell tour of Africa near the end of his 


second term, massive crowds of grateful Africans cheered for him.” 


Despite the massive amounts of spending increases that have occurred on 
Obama’s watch, he has cut funding for PEPFAR.4% Obama’s cuts put as 
many as 640,000 people around the world at risk of no treatment, with an 
outsized, devastating effect on Africa where most AIDS deaths occur.’ The 
AIDS Healthcare Foundation was highly critical of Obama’s cuts, which 
came after he had promised to expand the fight against AIDS months earlier: 


“This latest action merely confirms what people with HIV/AIDS and 
their advocates have long suspected — the President simply is not 
committed to fighting global AIDS. Coming on the heels of the 
President’s flowery rhetoric last December, the cynicism is simply 
breathtaking,” said Michael Weinstein, President of AIDS Healthcare 
Foundation, which provides free HIV/AIDS medical care to over 
125,000 people in 26 countries abroad.*2 


It’s hard to imagine why Obama would choose to cut funding to fight 
AIDS around the world when he’s given millions of dollars to terrorist 
groups, but he did. And doing so convinced who knows how may Africans 
that the United States had no interest in coming to their aid. 


85.Hurting our Special Relationship With Britain 


Since the American declaration of war against Imperial Germany in 1917, 
Britain has been America’s most consistent and staunch ally around the 
world. While there have been differences, when the United States found 
itself in difficulties, we could always rely upon the support of Britain. This 


friendship was forged by common priorities, shared values, and bloodshed 
in joint military missions for nearly a century. 


In spite of this long-standing friendship, almost as soon as Obama took 
office, he set about cutting ties by offering insults to our British friends. 
After the 9/11 terrorist attacks upon the United States, the British 
government loaned a bronze bust of Winston Churchill to the U.S. as both a 
pledge of British friendship and an invocation of resolve in the face of 
adversity. This bust of the greatest Briton of the past century—and the first 
foreigner ever accorded honorary American citizenship—stayed in the Oval 
Office during President Bush’s term. Weeks after taking office, Obama had 


packed up the bust and sent it back to Britain! 


And the insults didn’t stop there. Obama has made a series of gaffes and 
insults at the expense of our ally. In March of 2009, Obama gave Prime 
Minister Gordon Brown a most lackluster presidential gift: a box set of 
classic American films. This uninspired gift managed to be doubly insulting 
since the discs were incompatible with British DVD players.“2 Obama also 
repeatedly snubbed Prime Minister Brown throughout the year, at one point 
forcing Brown to settle for an impromptu chat in a kitchen at the United 


Nations building *? 


In May of 2011, while a guest at Buckingham Palace, Obama continued 
toasting the Queen as the orchestra began playing “God Save the Queen.” 
A major faux pas on his part, that left a thick air of awkwardness in the 
room. Obama clearly abandoned the once-special relationship with Britain 
when he boldly declared, in 2011, “We don’t have a stronger friend and 
stronger ally than Nicolas Sarkozy, and the French people.“ Obama sure 
found a great way to insult Britain and dishonor the memories of fallen 
British soldiers who died in defense of America. 


Because of the continued deterioration of America’s relations with Britain 
during Obama’s presidency, in March of 2012, a panel of British lawmakers 
wanted to end the “special relationship” with the United States because the 
phrase is no longer an accurate description of reality.=® White House 
officials were also reportedly dismissive about the “special relationship”. 
According to the London Telegraph, “the reality, right now, is that, in the 
White House’s eyes, Britain is not so much ‘special’ as rather anmnoying.”*! 


In March of 2016, Obama, rather than accept responsibility for the 
destabilization of Libya, blamed British Prime Minister David Cameron for 
allowing the country to become a “shit show.” Even TIME described the 
relationship between the US and the UK as “less special than ever.”* And 
Obama clearly has no interest in repairing the damage done. When the 
British government decided they would hold a vote on whether or not to stay 


in the European Union, Obama went to Britain threatening dire economic 
consequences if they voted against staying in the Union“ This threat 


resulted in significant backlash.* 


Obama may have promised to “restore America’s standing in the world,” 
but his actions suggest he was really more interested in alienating our allies. 


86.Betraying Poland 


To say that relations with our ally Poland have gotten worse under Obama 
is an understatement. On September 17, 2009, Obama, a longtime opponent 
of missile defense, killed plans for joint missile defense with Poland and the 
Czech Republic. These countries, once under Soviet rule, still fear Russia 
today. Obama had pledged support for the program just six months 
earlier. According to Dr. Paul Kengor, author and political science 
professor at Grove City College, “Obama’s action was a shocking betrayal 
of these two allies, and it was done to mollify Vladimir Putin and the 
Russians.” “3 According to Kengor, “Poles and Czechs were stunned. Poles 
especially were aghast at the timing of Obama’s decision,” which was 
announced on the 70th anniversary of the day Stalin’s Red Army invaded 
Poland. “Back then, too, in September 1939, Poland was virtually 


defenseless, and Uncle Sam didn’t help.“ 


It is also fitting that Obama’s infamous hot mike moment with Russian 
President Dimitri Medvedev (when he told him he’d have more flexibility to 
accommodate Russia’s demands on the issue of missile defense) came 
almost 29 years to the day after Ronald Reagan announced his Strategic 
Defense Initiative in 1983. Obama’s misguided attempts to “reset” relations 
with Russia have come at the expense of a close ally and our own national 
security. 


Given that Obama’s priorities seemed to be in working with Russia, rather 
than containing Putin’s ambitions and securing Eastern Europe, perhaps we 
shouldn’t be surprised that Obama played golf on the day of the funeral of 
the Polish President, First Lady, and nearly 100 senior officials who died in 
a plane crash. It shouldn’t shock us that, when he awarded the Presidential 
Medal of Freedom to a Polish resistance fighter, he caused much outrage by 
calling a Nazi death camp a “Polish death camp.”“© These seem like minor 
slights until you ask: has Obama ever gaffed and insulted Russia or China in 
this manner? 


87.The First Anti-Israel President 


Since the establishment of the State of Israel in 1948, each President has 
reinforced the United States’ commitment to the safety and liberty of the 
Israeli people. But, under Obama, the United States has taken a different 


direction in its policy towards Israel. With Obama in the White House, 
America has aligned itself more with Israel’s enemies. In 2009, during a 
meeting with Jewish leaders, Obama acknowledged that his administration’s 
policies would put “daylight” between America and Israel.“® And he’s 
certainly done a good job keeping his word here. Obama’s anti-Israel record 
practically speaks for itself. Here are a few examples: 


*He called on Israel to return to the “1967 borders,” which Israel 


considers indefensible.4@ 


*He called on Israel to stop all Jews from moving into the West Bank 
without a reciprocal request that Muslim populations stay out of the 


region.“ 


*He legitimized the U.N. Human Rights Council, which has called 
Israel the world’s worst human rights violator, while ignoring nations 
that literally behead people for having the wrong faith, being 
homosexual, or choosing the wrong Muslim sect.2® 


*He refused to accept Jerusalem as the capital of Israel.*” 


*He let Iran know that if Israel defends herself and strikes at Iran’s 
nuclear facilities, then Israel is on her own and we had nothing to do 


with it 2 


*He snubbed and insulted the Prime Minister of Israel when he was 


visiting the United States.42 


*He met with representatives of the Hamas terrorist group, which is 
responsible for launching missiles into Israel, but frequently dodges 


Prime Minister Netanyahu.*2 


*He nominated anti-Israel Chuck Hagel as his Secretary of Defense for 
his second term. 


*He never visited Israel during his first term, despite visiting several of 
its Middle East neighbors.*4 


*He excluded Israel from his Global Counter-Terrorism Forum. 


However, eleven Muslim countries were invited to join. 


eWhile Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud Abbas has stated in 
no uncertain terms that he will not accept any “peace” deal which 
recognizes Israel as a Jewish State, Obama and Secretary of State John 
Kerry have pressured Israel into accepting a new “framework” which 
forces Israel to recognize the Palestinian State with an implied threat of 


America abandoning Israel if they don’t go along.*” 


*His second Secretary of State, John Kerry, absurdly claimed that 
Israel risks becoming “an apartheid state” without a two-state peace 
deal with Palestine.*# Despite the uproar that followed the revelation 
of this offensive comment, Obama did not immediately repudiate 
Kerry’s remarks. 


*Obama’s State Department used insulting language to describe Prime 


Minister Netanyahu’s speech before a joint session of Congress.*% 


*He sent campaign operatives to Israel in January of 2015 to lead an 


effort to defeat Netanyahu in Israel’s elections.*2 


*He exposed top secret information about Israel’s nuclear program to 
the world“? 


*He ended a forty-year-old program which guaranteed Israel oil 
supplies in case of a cutoff 


* Obama’s Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) attempted an 
unjustified ban on American flights to Israel following a rocket strike 
by Hamas. The ban—which was criticized by Israeli and American 
leaders as unjustified and possibly punitive—was quickly reversed due 


to widespread criticism.“ 


*He even spied on Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu during 
the ongoing nuclear negotiations with Iran, reportedly using 
information obtained from private conversations to influence public 
debate about the treaty.483 


American Jews have traditionally supported Democrats, and despite 
Obama’s undeniably anti-Israel record, he has maintained that support. The 
late Ed Koch, former mayor of New York City and lifelong Democrat, 
supported Obama’s reelection despite acknowledging that he knew, in his 
second term, Obama “would renege on what he conveyed on [sic] his 
support of Israel.”*4 


88.Nominating Chuck Hagel as Secretary of Defense 


Now let’s turn our attention to Obama’s management of the U.S. Armed 
Forces. Over the next several entries, you'll see that our servicemen have 
plenty of reasons to be skeptical about Obama’s commitment to national 
security or to the wellbeing of our men and women in uniform. We begin 
with his choices for who would head up the Departments of Defense and 
State and implement his vision for foreign affairs. 


In a time when America’s budget is strained and when our military is 


stressed by more than ten years of active operations, Obama needed to find a 
clear thinking and effective nominee to head up the Defense Department. 
Unfortunately, he opted for an organizational spear carrier without the 
necessary credentials when he selected Chuck Hagel to succeed Leon 
Panetta for the position in 2013. 


Hagel’s positions have been consistently inconsistent. He co-sponsored a 
resolution to give then-President Clinton retroactive approval for the 
Kosovo War, but later called President George W. Bush (who got 
Congressional approval before going to war) “reckless.”“= He flip-flopped 
on both the War in Iraq and the PATRIOT Act. During the 2008 presidential 
campaign, he said he’d be happy to serve in either a McCain or an Obama 
administration, yet has denounced Republican lawmakers backing McCain’s 
aggressive foreign policy positions on a regular basis. 


He has often been on the wrong side of foreign policy issues. He called 
the ultimately successful “surge” of troops in Iraq our worst mistake since 
Vietnam. He was one of only two senators to oppose sanctions against Iran 
in 2001.48 In August of 2006, he refused to sign a bipartisan Senate letter 


calling on the EU to declare Hezbollah a terrorist organization. 


Hagel has also managed to be consistently wrong in his positions 
regarding Israel over the years. In October of 2000, he refused to sign a 
Senate letter in support of Israel. In November of 2001, he refused to sign a 
letter to President Bush urging him not to meet with Yasser Arafat until his 
forces stopped attacking Israel. In March of 2007, he claimed that there is a 
“Jewish lobby” which intimidates American government officials into doing 
Israel’s bidding.“* In March of 2009, he signed a letter urging Obama to 
open direct talks with Hamas leaders. When Israel tried to stop Hamas from 
firing rockets from Lebanon into Northern Israel, Hagel condemned 
President Bush for not stopping Israel. In April of 2010, he made the absurd 


accusation that Israel is becoming an apartheid state. 


When Hagel testified before the Senate for his confirmation, he revealed 
himself ignorant of the workings of the Department of Defense and woefully 
unprepared to take on one of the hardest jobs in government. Hagel was 
confirmed, but had an unprecedented forty-one Senators voting against him. 
Prior to Hagel, no other Defense Secretary has ever been confirmed with so 
many votes in opposition.“2 In picking Hagel for Secretary of Defense, 
Obama endorsed his faulty foreign policy and an anti-Israel mindset many 
consider anti-Semitic. 


Hagel would eventually be forced out of the Pentagon in November 2014. 
According to David Sedney, the deputy assistant secretary of defense for 
Afghanistan, Pakistan and Central Asia from 2009-2013, Hagel was forced 


out “because of criticism the administration has faced over its national 
security policies and because of the overall weakness of those policies.” 


89.Obama’s Secretaries of State 


There have been some excellent Secretaries of State in American history 
and, indeed, a wise and strong President picks a person for that post who 
will be a vigorous advocate of sound policy and someone who can help a 
President sort out the problems of an increasingly complex world. For 
President Obama, however, strong and wise have not been qualifications for 
his Secretaries of State. 


Obama’s first Secretary of State was Senator Hillary Clinton, A person 
with zero experience in foreign affairs whose time in the U.S. Senate 
resulted in few legislative achievements and zero chairmanships. Clinton left 
the State Department after Obama’s first term and was replaced by Senator 
John Kerry. On paper, he, at least, had great foreign policy experience, but 
his record doesn’t withstand closer scrutiny. Kerry has been on the wrong 
side of history entirely too often, from his adherence to the disgustingly anti- 
American “Winter Soldier” program of the far left during the Vietnam War, 
to his well-documented serial mistakes about how to thwart the USSR 
during the Cold War to his 2003 no vote against a campaign in Iraq that he 


once voted for.4% 


Without a doubt, the Obama-Clinton-Kerry foreign policy record has been 
disastrous. Clinton’s tenure lacked achievements, but was rife with setbacks. 
Clinton, herself, appeared pleased with the mere fact that she flew around 
the world a lot, but diplomatic relations with Syria, Venezuela, and all of our 
allies, even Canada, suffered on her watch.%3 The Russian “reset” was a 
complete failure. Relations with Israel deteriorated, Britain became 
alienated, Japan and South Korea fear that we won’t honor our alliances, and 
America’s enemies see no reason to fear us. Perhaps one of the biggest 
stains on her record as Secretary was the Benghazi attack of September 11, 
2012. A bipartisan Senate Intelligence Committee investigation faulted the 
State Department for not providing enough security. We’ll discuss this in 
much greater detail in a later entry. 


Under John Kerry, there have been ample crises around the world, but 
little progress. From failed ceasefire negotiations between Israel and Hamas, 
to the rise of the Islamic State in Iraq, it’s been one bad headline after 
another.“ The Obama administration policy on Syria has also been a 
continuing disaster, with some indications that U.S. policy in Syria has 
evolved toward helping Iran to restore their ally in Syria: Bashar al- 
Assad.’ In early 2014, Kerry failed miserably to bring Russia and Ukraine 
to the negotiating table and has made no major initiatives to resolve that 


growing crisis.“ While the world is burning around us, Kerry wishes to 


make one of his top priorities the negotiation of a climate change treaty. 
Whatever your position on global warming, it is difficult to understand the 
connection between international relations and global warming unless your 


objective is to create global economic controls in the name of mitigating it. 


What does Obama have to show for his foreign policy record? According 
to a September 2014 poll, Americans felt less safe six years into Obama’s 
presidency than they did a year after the 9/11 terrorist attacks.=% It is 
astounding that Obama’s policies have made Americans feel less secure than 
they did in the immediate aftermath of the largest terrorist attack on U.S. 
soil in history. But this is likely the American people understanding better 
than Obama that weakness invites enemy action. This is the legacy Obama- 
Clinton-Kerry foreign policy. 


90.Cutting Military Healthcare Benefits 


Aside from cutting our country’s defense budget, Barack Obama has 
proposed cuts that would cause higher premiums for Tricare, the health care 
program for active and retired military and their families. The White House 
estimated that the higher fees would generate $6.7 billion in revenues over a 
decade. Premiums would increase by as much as 345 percent after five 
years. Pentagon officials are concerned that this change would hurt military 
recruitment, as health benefits are a key incentive to joining America’s 


military = Interestingly enough, Obama’s cuts didn’t affect unionized 


civilian defense contractor benefits 22 


One of the more popular provisions of Obamacare is a rule change that 
allows young adults to stay on their parents’ coverage until the age of 26. 
However, this provision does not apply to military families under the 
military health care plan. For those families to extend their coverage to 
dependents under 26, it will cost an extra $200 a month in premiums, while 
private plans have no such fee. By August of 2012, only 9 percent of eligible 
young-adult dependents of service members that were eligible for the 


Tricare extension had signed up.“ 


91.Political Correctness in the Military 


Given that our military is continually asked to risk everything in our 
defense, maintaining the highest possible standards is just common sense. 
America’s armed forces must be the best fighting force in the world, 
equipped to outfight, outwit, and outlast any who would oppose them. With 
Barack Obama as Commander-In-Chief, the military has instead become the 
latest place where the most bizarre and absurd ideas of liberal political 
correctness are to be applied with no thought to how such actions might 


affect our ability to fight and win a war. 


In 2013, Obama lifted the ban on women serving in combat, despite 
undeniable biological differences that make women less likely to meet the 
existing physical demands. Case in point: in January 2014, more than half 
of female Marine recruits were unable to meet the minimum fitness 
standards for combat duty. Rather than just admit that not all women can 
meet the standards, the requirement was delayed, probably to allow some 


means to modify the standard so more women may qualify. 


In the same year, the Obama administration announced plans to make the 
Marine Corps uniforms gender-neutral=” The first major changes to the 
uniforms in over 90 years, it is hard to understand why resources were 
wasted on such a proposal, especially given the announced military budget 
cuts in 2014. 


Barack Obama’s military has also become far more hostile toward God 
and Christianity, in order to make sure a select few are not offended. In 
2013, the Pentagon recruited Mikey Weinstein, an anti-Christian extremist, 
to develop a religious tolerance policy for the military. Soon afterwards, 
new regulations were announced that service members who proselytize their 
faith may be subjected to a court martial = And in 2015 it happened. Lance 
Cpl. Monifa Sterling was court-martialed for posting a bible verse on her 
desktop computer.” It appears that being openly Christian isn’t encouraged 
in Obama’s military--hardly surprising given that the U.S. Army now 
defines Christian ministries as hate-groups, comparable to the Ku Klux 


Klan, Neo-Nazis and the Nation of Islam. 


With Obama as Commander-In-Chief, our armed forces are abandoning 
time-honored traditions in favor of a politically correct agenda, all at the 
expense of morale and military readiness. 


92.Keeping Military Bases and Facilities “Gun-Free Zones” 


Military bases have been “gun-free zones” since 1993. Regardless of the 
intentions of the ban, the disarming of soldiers on military bases has had 
terrible consequences. After the 2009 shooting at Fort Hood—when Nidal 
Hasan killed 13 people and injured 31 others—this absurd policy should 
have been instantly reevaluated by Obama administration. It wasn’t. 


In 2011, Congressman Peter King (R-NY), House Homeland Security 
Committee, warned that military bases, recruitment stations, and other 
armed services facilities “have become the most desirable and vulnerable 
targets for the violent homegrown Islamist extremists seeking to kill 
Americans in their homeland.”*2 According to a counterterrorism and 
security report released during the hearings, “at least 33 threats, plots and 


strikes against U.S. military communities since 9/11 have been part of a 
surge of homegrown terrorism.” The report also noted “serious gaps” in the 
“military’s preparedness for attacks against its personnel, dependents, and 
facilities -- such as a lack of adequate and clear training in spotting 
indicators of violent Islamist extremism in individuals who wear the same 
uniform as those they may target.” Yet, military facilities remained “gun- 
free zones.” 


They remained “gun-free zones” even after the Washington Navy Yard 
shooting on September 16, 2013, when lone gunman Aaron Alexis killed 
twelve and injured three. Alexis was, according to the FBI, under “the 
delusional belief that he was being controlled or influenced by extremely 
low-frequency electromagnetic waves.”>4 Military facilities were still “gun- 
free zones” on April 2, 2014, when there was another deadly shooting at 
Fort Hood, and soldiers were once again needlessly defenseless during the 
presence of a deadly threat. More than a dozen soldiers were shot, and three 
were killed before the gunman shot himself. The shooter, Ivan Lopez, an 
Iraq war veteran, reportedly “snapped” after being denied his request for 
leave, and the shooting may have been connected to Post-Traumatic Stress 
Disorder.*4 And, when a Chattanooga, TN military base was shot up by an 
Islamic Jihadi, it too was “gun-free”’. 


There is no excuse for our military facilities to remain vulnerable. Barack 
Obama should have done something to make sure that soldiers in the most 
powerful military in the world were no longer reliable “soft targets” for 
crazed gunmen or terrorists. Obama may not have been responsible for 
military facilities becoming “gun-free zones”, but he is responsible for 
keeping them that way when there were many reasons not to. 


93.Purging Dissent In The Military 


The Obama administration isn’t content to reduce morale in the ranks of 
the military by slashing their benefits, making them bow to a political 
correctness doctrine that often defies common sense, and disrespecting them 
by failing to honor their service and sacrifices. He also wishes to change 
military culture by force, if necessary. Since Obama took office, there has 
been a noticeable number of senior military officers who have been fired. 
According to J.D. Gordon, a retired Navy commander and former Pentagon 
spokesman, by mid-November 2013, 200 military leaders had been let go, or 
one every 8.8 days, despite decades of loyal service and experience.2= This 
extraordinarily high number of military brass firings has led many to 
speculate that Obama has been purging commanders he doesn’t agree with, 


and threatening those that are still serving into submission.*~ 


According to Retired U.S. Army Maj. Gen. Paul Vallely, Obama is 


“intentionally weakening and gutting our military, Pentagon and [sic] 
reducing us as a superpower, and anyone in the ranks who disagrees or 
speaks out is being purged.” An anonymous source in the Pentagon said 
that even “young officers, down through the ranks, have been told not to talk 
about Obama or the politics of the White House. They are purging everyone 
and if you want to keep your job — just keep your mouth shut.”=4 


Further confirmation came in March of 2014, following the release of a 
video obtained by BuzzFeed. In the video, Coast Guard Commandant 
Admiral Robert Papp revealed that, in 2010, Obama had called all five 
service chiefs into the Oval Office, and presented them with an ultimatum: 
support the repeal of “don’t ask, don’t tell” (DADT) or resign. “If any of us 
didn’t agree with it — we all had the opportunity to resign our commissions 


and go do other things,” Papp says in the video.2~ 


As a presidential candidate, Obama claimed he wanted members of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff to make decisions “based on what strengthens our 
military and what is going to make us safer, not ideology.”=° Back then, 
Obama claimed that he didn’t want to surround himself with yes-men telling 
him what he wants to hear all the time. “That’s part of what happened with 
George Bush,” he claimed. “He surrounded himself with people who were 
of the same mind.”=! Unfortunately, as president, his ideology and agenda 
became far more important than military strength and readiness. 


94.Assassinating U.S. Citizens without Due Process 


Drones have proven to be an effective weapon in fighting terrorist groups 
around the world. The advantages of speed and stealth in attacking the 
enemy with the absence of American lives being put at risk are undeniable, 
even if controversial. Drone strikes often come with collateral deaths of non- 
combatants. Further adding to the controversy are the deaths of American 


citizens by drone attacks overseas.2” 


But what of their use inside the United States, against American citizens? 
Obama’s Attorney General Eric Holder asserted, in Congressional testimony 
on March 6, 2013, that, under “extraordinary” circumstances, the President 
has the legal authority to use drones to kill Americans inside the territory of 
the United States 4 


Drones are risky enough as a tactic overseas, but to use them on 
Americans on American soil is a denial of a whole series of rights we are 
guaranteed by the Constitution, including the vital right to due process. 


How can it possibly be constitutional for the President of the United 
States to kill Americans without giving them due process? John Brennan, 
Obama’s CIA Director and the architect of Obama’s drone policy, argued 


that due process is not necessary to kill Americans if they are being targeted 
for potential future acts of terrorism against the United States. Potential 
future acts? 

Holder eventually stepped back from his claim after Senator Rand Paul 
filibustered Brennan’s confirmation*= But given Obama’s record of 
indifference to the law and the Constitution, it is reasonable to assume that 
Obama may act upon the authority he believes he has in order to kill 
Americans on American soil without due process before the end of his 
presidency. Even if he doesn’t, he claimed he could, and that should chill 
you to the core. Imagine a scenario where a future president claims that a 
political actor is similar to terrorists (already happened!) and has them 
blown away by drone strike to rid himself of an adversary? 


In light of this, it is truly frightening to learn that President Obama has 
given himself the power, without any Congressional oversight, to order the 
death of American citizens not only overseas, but far from any battlefield. 
The Guardian reported, in February of 2014, that Obama has weekly 
meetings with his national security team to approve a “kill list” from among 
suspected terrorists. Obama has refused to provide any details of this, 
other than his assertion that he has the legal authority to do it. We don’t 
know who gets targeted, or why. Once again, given the routine resort to 
illegality on the part of Obama, one cannot help but shudder at the thought 
that Obama believes he has the right to kill American citizens without legal 
sanction or military necessity. 


95.Cutting Weapons Programs 


In order to ensure that our service members go into battle with the very 
best weapons and equipment possible, the U.S. budgets a significant amount 
of discretionary spending toward the development and procurement of 
equipment and weapons. Because we didn’t do this during the years prior to 
World War II, when we went into the war, we had torpedoes that wouldn’t 
explode, aircraft that were sitting ducks, and ammunition that was corroded 
and useless. We paid in blood for that lack of foresight. Because of this, 
each post-World War II President has ensured that the budget for new 
weapons and equipment met the needs of the moment. 


But Obama is taking a different approach. He wants to cut defense 
because he needs the money elsewhere, but he also doesn’t want to reduce 
the number of personnel in the military and civilian defense establishment 
(at least he didn’t during the 2012 campaign, as that would have swollen the 
ranks of the unemployed). So, Obama chose to make the bulk of his defense 
cuts in development and procurement. All told, 40 percent of Obama’s 
defense cuts come from this area which means we’ll spend $110 billion less 


than needed between now and 2017 It seems that, when Obama’s not 
tormenting our troops with his personal agenda or putting them at risk with 
bad foreign policy, he’s defanging them and stealing their capability to 
defend themselves in combat. 


96.Killing Successful Missile Programs 


If you aren’t yet convinced that Obama has been determined to turn the 
U.S. Military into a small-time operation, we have more evidence for you. In 
2014, he announced his intention to eliminate two successful Navy missile 
programs. Obama’s 2015 budget proposed to cut the Tomahawk missile 
program budget, before ultimately eliminating it in 2016. The Hellfire 
missile program would also be canceled in 2015. So what will replace them? 
Unfortunately, the answer to that makes the situation even worse. The 
Obama administration proposed investing in a different missile system that 


won’t be combat-ready for at least ten years.2% 


Obama’s proposal came as a shock to Congress and military experts. 
Former Pentagon staffer Mackenzie Eaglen, who analyzes military 
readiness, called the move “short-sighted, given the value of the Tomahawk 
as a workhorse.” Seth Cropsey, the director of the Hudson Institute’s Center 
for American Seapower, said Obama’s proposal doesn’t make sense. “This 
really moves the U.S. away from a position of influence and military 
dominance.” According to Cropsey, depriving the Navy of Tomahawks is 
the best way to “reduce the U.S. [sic] ability to shape events” in the 
world. Obama may be quick to remind the public that he is the 
Commander-in-Chief, but he certainly doesn’t embrace the role and 
advocate for the needs of his armed forces. 


97.Proposing Massive Military Cuts 


If all of the above comments on the state of the military under Obama 
weren’t enough, we offer his 2014 military budget. In his February, 2014 
announcement of proposed military budget cuts, Secretary of Defense Hagel 
said, “this is the first time in 13 years we will be presenting a budget to the 
Congress of the United States that’s not a war-footing budget.”=° In this, 
Hagel declared that, to the Obama administration, not only were there no 
wars for us to fight, but we had no enemies out there threatening us and our 
allies. To Obama, it would seem, the world is at peace. Others can look at 
the chaotic and violent state of the world and wonder just where Obama got 
that idea. We can never know when or in what form a military threat will 
arrive and so our military must be instantly prepared for all possible 
contingencies. 


This is hardly a time to be cutting our military budget. There’s civil war 
in Syria and chaos in Libya. Conditions in Afghanistan and Iraq are 


deteriorating, and al Qaeda is growing in the Middle East and Africa. ISIS 
has risen and declared themselves a Caliphate in the heart of the region. Iran 
is still determined to develop nuclear weapons. There are growing threats to 
America and America’s allies and interests all over the globe. According to 
Ben Shapiro, then a journalist with Breitbart, the proposed 30 percent cut in 
the military budget is historically very large—comparable to the post-Soviet 
defense cuts, except that those cuts took place over an 11 year period, as 
opposed to a 3 year period like the Obama military cuts. The post-Soviet 
defense cuts also “paved the way for the rise of al Qaeda,” which ultimately 
led to the 9/11 terror attacks. 


Despite the many potential national security threats that we face, our army 
will shrink in size to as low as 440,000 thousand personnel, the smallest 
army we’ve had since 1940, just before it was forced to fight a war it wasn’t 


prepared for.22 Not only will our military get smaller, it will get less 


effective. Under this budget proposal, military benefits are slashed, too.>33 


The world is practically on fire thanks to Obama’s miserable foreign 
policy failures. There is more danger today of major war than any time since 
World War II. After damaging America’s alliances, encouraging America’s 
enemies and helping turn the world into a melting pot of hatred, fear and 
resentment, Obama’s coup de grace would be to hollow out the military. 


98.Trips To Tyrannical Regimes 


When Obama wasn’t busy distancing himself from allies or savagely 
curtailing our military battle readiness, he was cozying up to long-time 
enemies of the U.S., of human rights, and of liberty. The next few entries 
include just a few examples of this disturbing trend. 


Shortly after winning his second term, Obama made trips to Burma and 
Cambodia — two nations long run by brutal, tyrannical regimes. People who 
care about human rights were appalled by the action. Though Democrats 
have been hard-pressed to criticize Obama, several House and Senate 
Democrats, including Senator Dick Durbin from Obama’s home state of 
Illinois, criticized Obama’s actions in a letter to the White House. 


By taking a strong and public stand in support of human rights and 
democracy during this first-time visit by a U.S. President to Cambodia, 
your words would encourage and embolden the Cambodian people and 
send a clear message to the entire region about American values and 
expectations, particularly in the wake of the Arab Spring. However, 
failure to speak out will serve to undermine America’s narrative of 


support for Asian democrats. *# 


When the United States mutes its support for human rights and gives 


legitimacy to tyrants by treating them as rational, civilized members of the 
world community, then freedom fighters get discouraged — and tyrants are 
more apt to be brutal, as they become convinced that the United States won’t 
interfere. 


99.Condoning The Use of Child Soldiers 


In 2008, President George W. Bush signed the Child Soldiers Prevention 
Act, which imposed sanctions on countries whose governments used child 
soldiers. Despite the law, several countries using child soldiers have 
continued receiving military assistance under Obama. 


The law, which went into effect in 2010, gives the president the power to 
waive the penalties as he sees fit. While this seems like a simple human 
rights issue with no gray area, Obama considered these waivers in “the 
national interest.”>*? The Obama administration claimed that the law would 
have penalized countries that were crucial to the fight against al Qaeda. So, 
several countries in northern and central Africa have continued using child 
soldiers, with the effective blessing of Barack Obama. 


And what did Obama get out of condoning the use of child soldiers in 
those countries? If the fight against al Qaeda was the justification, then 
apparently these waivers were all for naught. Al Qaeda’s influence in the 
region has increased on his watch. 


100.Mlegal Scientific Exchanges with China 


It took twenty-two years for the United States to develop and deploy the 
new F-22 Raptor. The F-22 is a superb aircraft which looked likely to 
maintain U.S. aerial superiority for a decade or two into the future. But, in 
September of 2012, China unveiled two new fighter jets which bear an 
uncanny resemblance to the American F-22.>*° How did China do it? They 
got the technology from us. 

China gets technology like this by any means necessary. They’ll buy it 
when it’s for sale and steal it when it’s not. Congress has said our military 
technology is not for sale. Obama, by his actions, said that it was. 


It turns out that Obama has facilitated illegal scientific exchanges 
between the United States and China.8 In 2011, Congress, as part of a 
spending bill, prohibited using government funds to pay for scientific 
exchanges between the United States and Chinese governments. Obama’s 
Administration ignored Congress, claiming that a prohibition on the use of 
federal funds for something does not prohibit federal employees from doing 
it, so long as no funds are allocated expressly for that purpose. Obama may 
not be above using faulty logic to get what he wants, but that doesn’t mean 
the Obama administration didn’t break the law. But it’s even worse knowing 


they broke the law to help China—and there is no good explanation for 
wanting to do that. 


101.Unilaterally Normalizing Relations with Cuba 


Communist Cuba is a bankrupt, oppressive regime that the United States 
has kept at arm’s length for more than half a century. Given that the 
government of Cuba talks a lot about social justice—while imprisoning and 
killing anyone who steps out of line—plenty of American liberals have a 
soft spot for that antique Communist regime. In line with starry-eyed 
theories about what Cuba is like, Obama decided, without any notice and 
with no political debate, to restore American relations with Cuba. It began 
when, in a secret deal, Obama leveraged the swap of some Cuban spies in 
return for an imprisoned American aid worker as an initial means of starting 
negotiations with Cuba over normalization of relations. The deal was so 
secret that members of Congress were neither informed about the decision, 
nor given a justification for the release of the Cuban spies, claiming 


executive privilege. =? 


Even Senator Robert Menendez (D-NJ) slammed Obama over the deal. 
“President Obama's actions have vindicated the brutal behavior of the Cuban 
government,” he said in a statement. “There is no equivalence between an 
international aid worker and convicted spies who were found guilty of 
conspiracy to commit espionage against our nation.” Menendez also said the 
swap set “an extremely dangerous precedent.”~” 


Having tested the waters with Cuba, in a surprise announcement in mid- 
December 2014, Barack Obama announced that the United States would be 
restoring full diplomatic relations with Cuba, including opening an embassy 
in the communist country. True to form, Obama’s strategy for reversing 
over a half-century of U.S. foreign policy did not include going through 
Congress. The move followed the aforementioned spy swap and formalized 
the Obama administration’s stance that Cuba was to be accepted and 
embraced. Senator Menendez again protested, saying that Obama’s actions 
“vindicated the brutal behavior of the Cuban government.” 


Despite Obama’s desire to act unilaterally, much of American policy 
towards Cuba is codified in U.S. law, such as the economic embargo, and 
thus can’t be changed no matter how powerful Obama’s pen and phone have 
become.” So, while Obama could not immediately change all aspects of 
U.S. policies towards Cuba, he did whatever he could, including going out 
of his way shake hands with Cuba’s dictator Raul Castro, and nixing Cuba 
from the U.S. list of state sponsors of terrorism. Obama justified his decision 
by saying that Cuba had not provided any support to terrorists in the prior 
six months, and he also guaranteed that Cuba would not support terrorism in 


the future? Naturally, a day after the announcement, Cuban-backed FARC 


terrorists in Colombia murdered ten Colombian soldiers. 4 


Normalizing relations with Cuba, including weakening the trade embargo 
and allowing for tourism, has had one other significant, negative impact in 
the Western Hemisphere. Cuba and Venezuela have been small-time trading 
partners for decades but the infusion of cash Cuba has gained from 
America has allowed them to step up purchasing oil from Venezuela at 
prices set by a brutal Maduro regime that has overseen the near-total 
collapse of one of the wealthiest nations of South America. In short, 
Obama’s actions in Cuba have helped to temporarily prop up Maduro in 
Venezuela and, in so doing, have prolonged the suffering of the Venezuelan 
people, many of whom now live without any access to food, water, 
electricity or basic sanitation. Cuba and North Korea have even sent elite 
forces to aid Maduro in Venezuela, with no comment from the Obama 


administration on Cuba’s role. 


Obama claims that we have to change our policy towards Cuba because 
our policy hasn’t worked. This is an odd way to look at it. The policy may 
not have brought down the Cuban regime, but it certainly crippled the 
Cuban economy and prevented them from exerting much, if any, influence 
on global political matters. The Cuban government is an evil, brutal regime, 
but a small one, thanks to the embargo. In the past, both Presidents Carter 
and Clinton, going along with this belief among some that Cuba is 
enlightened, tried to improve relations with Cuba, and, each time, the Cuban 
government accepted the U.S. favors and then committed acts directly 
against U.S. interests.“ Cuba has sponsored terrorism, been connected with 
international drug trafficking, and has always worked to thwart the United 
States and our allies. Opening up to Cuba is a foolhardy act, carried out in 
purblind obedience to progressive propaganda. It is, in a way, the perfect 
capstone to Obama’s foreign policy of turning us away from friends and 
towards our enemies. 


102.Russia’s Invasion of Ukraine 


Next, we present the ultimate example of what happens when you try to 
accommodate your enemies while holding your allies at bay. Let’s talk 
about the increasing aggression of Vladimir Putin. Obama’s weakness on 
the world stage was foreseen back in 2008, when Sarah Palin pointed out 
that then-Senator Obama’s reaction to Russia’s invasion of the Republic of 
Georgia was so weak and indecisive that it might encourage Putin to invade 
Ukraine. She was mocked for her statement, but the whole world would 
come to see that she was right when, in 2014, soon after the Winter 
Olympics in Sochi concluded, Russia did, in fact, invade Ukraine. 


And why not invade? What had the Russians to fear from the United 
States, after all? Obama had, of course, warned Putin to keep out of Ukraine, 
but what of it? What had Obama ever done in the world that would convince 
Putin, or any other world leader, to pay heed to his empty bluster? As Putin 
was unwilling to lose total control of the Ukraine (especially the east of the 
country with its large ethnic Russian population), Russian troops were 
swiftly sent into the Crimea and other parts of eastern Ukraine to secure 


Russia’s interests.2=2 


According to Charles Krauthammer, Obama showed “weakness” in his 
statement on the developing situation in Ukraine, and implied that “we’re 
not really going to do anything” about it. Krauthammer observed that Putin: 
“knows he has nothing to fear from the west, because it's not led by 
anybody. It used to be led by the United States.”==! 


Because of Obama’s weakness in world affairs, the world knows Obama 
won’t do anything that requires a long-term military commitment and the 
buy-in of the American people. Putin had Russian troops in Ukraine within 
days of his allies being forced out of power there. And the reason Putin was 
able to act so quickly and decisively is because he knows, as does the whole 
world, that under Obama, the United States will do nothing. In fact, Obama 
skipped a national security team meeting on the situation with Russia and 
Ukraine on March 1, 2014.22 


As “punishment” for the invasion, Obama imposed small, targeted 
sanctions against a small number of Russian and Ukrainian officials. Those 
sanctions were quickly mocked by Russia’s deputy prime minister—a rather 
unfortunate reminder of just how weak Obama is perceived to be by the rest 
of the world. 


As Russian troops started to arrive in Ukraine, the world was also 
reminded that, during the 2012 presidential campaign, Mitt Romney asserted 
that Russia was America’s “number one geopolitical foe,” because Putin’s 
Russia was always willing to side with the bad actors on the world stage. 
But Palin and Romney likely take no comfort in being proved correct about 
Putin's ambitions because Obama’s weakness may result in a new Cold War 
between Russia and the West. Considering Obama’s plans for massive 
military cuts, a new Cold War may not end as well for the United States as 
the first one. 


103.Declining Respect for America’s Power 


Obama has been described in foreign media as an “embarrassing amateur 
on the world stage,’ with a “weak-kneed, confused, and strategically 
incoherent” foreign policy* Between his foreign policy fumbles and 
leadership failures, it is no surprise that respect for American power has 


declined significantly on his watch. 


Obama may think he’s restored America’s standing in the world, but the 
American people disagree. In 2013, the Pew Research Center found that, for 
the first time in 40 years, a majority of Americans, 53 percent, believe the 
United States has less power and prestige in the world—more than double 
the amount measured in 2004. A majority also believe that the United States 
is less respected internationally than it was ten years ago. 


This decline of respect for America’s power has manifested itself in 
alarming ways on the global stage. According to British defense advisor Sir 
Hew Strachan, Obama has “devalued the deterrent effect of American 
military capability.” Unfortunately, he is right. 


Obama’s repeated snubbing of Israel and his apparent lack of concern 
with containing Iran’s nuclear program resulted in Israel and Saudi Arabia, 


two enemy nations, devising a contingency plan for a joint strike on Iran. 


In December 2013, a U.S. Navy guided missile cruiser in the South China 
Sea was forced to take evasive action after a Chinese warship on a collision 
course refused to stop. The Chinese ship refused to stop despite a radio 
warning. Sources told CNN this was “a highly unusual and deliberate act by 
China.”=2 


In February 2014, Iran, possibly emboldened by their perceived victory 
over America after Obama’s 2013 nuclear agreement, sent warships close to 
American maritime borders for the very first time in response to U.S. naval 
deployments in the Persian Gulf.2=® While there was no real threat to the 
United States, John Bolton, former U.S. ambassador to the United Nations, 
argued that Iran is building up its capabilities for the future and could one 
day be a real threat. “It shows they could put a weapon on a boat or 
freighter, and if (Iran) has ballistic missiles it could put it anywhere on the 
U.S. coast."=# 


The weakness of Obama’s foreign policy is visible in all corners of the 
world. For the first time since the collapse of the Soviet Union, Russia has 
moved aggressively to capture and annex territory in the Ukraine. This is 


despite Obama’s much advertised “reset” of relations.*2 At the same time, a 


burgeoning arms trade is taking shape in North Korea. China is also now 
flexing its military muscle against the Philippines, another U.S. ally in the 
Asia-Pacific region.=® There are serious fears of war in that area, with some 
drawing a parallel between Southeast Asia in 2014 and Europe in 1914, on 
the eve of World War I= U.S. relations with Afghanistan have also 
deteriorated, threatening the gains we made there in stopping the spread of 
international terrorism and ousting the Taliban, who are now massing along 


the Western border and preparing to advance at the first sign of our 
withdrawal. 


Since taking office, Obama has been gradually surrendering the position 
of the United States as the ultimate peacekeeper of the world, a position won 
by the United States through the heavy expenditure of blood and treasure 
during World War II. In just a few short years, Obama has undermined the 
long-established power and authority of the United States on the world 
stage. That is what happens when your foreign policy consists of befriending 
tyrants and mullahs, abandoning your promises to allies, and disrupting or 
destroying your own military at every level. 


Bully Tactics 


The last thing Americans expected, when they elected Obama, was a 
government run rather like a mob outfit. His campaign touched on the 
general concern people felt for the overreach of George W. Bush’s 
Department of Homeland Security, that sense that they were at the mercy of 
their government, rather than in command of it. He seemed to have a sunny, 
charitable disposition. Even his criticism of Bush was tempered by a tone of 
disagreement, but not hatred. 


But, once he took office and settled in, Obama said, time and again, 
“That’s a fine looking business you’ve got there. It'd be a shame if 
something happened to it.” Substitute government agency, monument, park, 
lifestyle, healthcare plan or some other cherished American value or 
privilege for business and the line worked just as well. When Obama didn’t 
get his way in Washington, the American people paid the price. His temper 
frequently erupted into bursts or irrational saber rattling and bitter rhetorical 
spasms that left even his supporters a little mystified. 


After just three full years of being forced to attempt to work with a 
Republican-controlled House of Representatives, Obama was prepared to air 
his dirty laundry on national television during the 2014 State of the Union 
address, when he declared that, if Congress didn’t play ball, “I have a pen, 
and I have a phone.” Perhaps we should add the Constitution to the list of 
items it would be a shame to lose for not acquiescing to his demands. We’ve 
tallied a few of his latest and greatest attempts to use the levers of power to 
bully the nation to his way of thinking for your perusal. 


104. Decline of Economic Freedom 


In order for there to be economic growth, there has to be economic 
freedom. Just look at the nations that have none—in the communist 
dictatorship of North Korea, the people reportedly eat tree bark to survive 2” 
Zimbabwe, which used to be self-sufficient in food, has suffered a 70 
percent reduction in food production since dictator Robert Mugabe gained 
power.** Venezuela, until recently run by the late dictator Hugo Chavez, 
sits on an ocean of oil, and is also blessed with other, abundant natural 
resources. Yet, the country now suffers from food and power shortages.” 
The common denominator in these examples is a government which has 
taken control over the economy. Every time this is tried, economic disaster 


results. 


Economic freedom allows people to start and expand businesses as they 
see fit. It allows people to take risks and earn rewards. People decide for 
themselves what is in their best interests. Freedom and ingenuity create 


more success than top-down attempts to increase national wealth. It’s basic 
human nature — we do not strive to improve ourselves without incentives. 


Under Barack Obama, the United States has experienced a significant 
decline in economic freedom. According to the 2015 Economic Freedom of 
the World report by economists James Gwartney, Robert Lawson, and 
Joshua Hall, the US has slipped from 7th to 16th in the world in economic 
freedom from 2008 to 2013.22 


There was a similarly sharp decline during the Obama years according to 
the Heritage Foundation’s Index of Economic Freedom. As they see it, the 
United States had the 6th freest economy in the world when Obama took 
office, but came in at 11th place in 2016. “The U.S. score declined 
repeatedly during the Obama years thanks to dramatically increased 
government spending and regulations, a failed stimulus program that 
enriched the well-connected but left average Americans behind, and laws 
such as the Affordable Care Act, which denied the right of individuals to 
keep the health plans they already had, and as the president had 
promised.” 


105.Massive Increases in Federal Regulations 


We began with a summary of the state of America’s economic freedom 
because it is tied to Obama’s first and best tool for intimidating, controlling, 
and otherwise dominating detractors in the private sector — regulatory 
burden. According to a report compiled for the Small Business 
Administration, complying with federal regulations cost the United States 
economy $1.75 trillion in 200822, $2.038 trillion in 201222, and $1.9 
trillion in 2014*4 To put those number into perspective, they are about 50 
percent greater than the price paid privately by American citizens for their 
health care. To be sure, some regulations add a net benefit to the economy. 
If we didn’t regulate against dumping raw sewage into our drinking water, 
then the follow-on costs of cleaning up the water (as well as treating those 
harmed by the contaminated water) would probably be much higher than the 
cost of regulating. But at a cost of $2 trillion, an economy producing only 
about seven or eight times that much in GDP cannot possibly be net- 
benefiting. 


Many, perhaps most, regulations have some redundancies, or are too 
broad in scope to be worth the cost of enforcing them. For example, did you 
know that an American citizen who owns a cow cannot sell milk from that 
cow to their neighbor without violating federal regulations on the sale of 
milk?=2 That regulation comes from an ill-conceived government effort to 
regulate the price of milk to the benefit of big agribusiness in crucial 
primary states like Iowa and Wisconsin. 


But, Barack Obama loves regulations. In Obama’s first five years in 
office, 157 major new regulations were imposed—more than double the 
number of regulations imposed at the same point in the George W. Bush 
Administration. These regulations cost more than three times as much as 
those put forward under George W. Bush. Obama can claim the dubious 
distinction of having four of the five highest Federal Register page counts in 
history.*° Obama may be proud of this honor, but the rest of us have to pay 
for it. In 2014, 75,000 pages of new regulations were added by the Obama 
administration, at a cost of over $200 billion. =” In 2015 alone, another $22 
billion in new regulations were added.*“ This madness is creating a climate 
where no one knows the law, and yet everyone is paying the price for 
keeping up with it. 


106.Unions over Workers 


The second weapon at Obama’s disposal has always been big labor. 
Obama has always been able to count on the support of unions, and unions 
have also been able to count on Obama to support their efforts to increase 
their power and influence, even at the expense of liberty and our country’s 
economy. 


Typically, in order for a company to unionize, there is a secret ballot 
election among the workers. When their ballots are secret, workers are more 
likely to vote their conscience, which may or may not be in favor of joining 
a union. Hence, Democrats put forward the fabulously misnamed Employee 
Free Choice Act, commonly referred to as “Card Check.” The argument 
goes that, in a secret ballot, voters may be fed misinformation by 
coordinated anti-union forces from company management, robbing them of 
their freedom to form groups and associate as a union. But what Card Check 
actually does is eliminate secret ballot elections and potentially expose 
employees to intimidation and misinformation by union organizers before 
and after elections! 


A voter’s right to a secret ballot is a core American value — no citizen 
should ever have his or her political viewpoint held against them by people 
with opposing views. One would think that support for secret ballot voting 
would be universal, but it is not so. Barack Obama supports Card Check. 
This opposition to secret ballot elections goes against America’s traditional, 
democratic process. It is unfathomable that an American president would 
support it, especially given the negative economic impact of forced 
unionization. But with union participation on the decline (down nearly 50 
percent from 1983 to 2011), Obama has seen plenty of pressure to help out 
this traditionally liberal voting bloc, since unions give massive amounts of 
campaign cash to Democrats. Aside from his support of a federal Card 
Check law, Obama also opposes state-level right-to-work laws. 


Right-to-work laws make it illegal for a company to force union 
membership and the payment of union dues as a condition of employment. 
Any worker can belong to any union he likes, but he cannot be required to 
belong to a union in order to be employed at any firm. Obama opposed this 
basic protection of workers, dubbing them “right to work for less” laws.” 
Despite his rhetoric supporting forced unionization, by 2012, states with 
right-to-work laws created four times as many jobs as forced-unionization 
states.8° From 2009-2012, right-to-work states accounted for 72 percent of 
the new jobs created, even though they only account for less than 40 percent 


of the population. = 


If putting people to work transcended politics for Obama, he’d support 
right-to-work laws because they actually encourage job growth. And if he 
supported liberty, he’d be in favor of workers doing as they wish, rather than 
being forced, against their will, into unions that are no more than campaign 
arms of the Democratic Party. Instead, he supports the right of unions to 
harass and intimidate some workers and exclude others from good jobs, 
simply because they disagree on politics. 


107.White House Snitch Line 


In August of 2009, a rather Orwellian blog post on the official White 
House blog called on Obama’s supporters to submit “scary chain emails and 
videos,” “rumors,” “emails,” and even “casual conservation” to a specific 
White House email address so the Obama administration could “keep track 
of all of them.” This is Obama’s third weapon of mass intimidation — the 
three Ds of silencing debate, as chronicled by Kirsten Powers in her recent 
bestseller: The Silencing: How the Left is Killing Free Speech. Those three 
Ds are: delegitimize, divide, and dehumanize. Trust us, Obama has used 
them all to perfection. The snitch line divides Americans into tribes and 
calls on his supporters to rat out their illegitimate opposition, for example. 


Later, Obama’s reelection campaign would follow suit with an “Attack 
Watch” page, on which registered Obama supporters could denounce their 
fellow Americans for expressing anti-Obama opinions. This was not a 
clearinghouse where Obama supporters could obtain talking points to refute 
attacks against Obama — it was a page for Obama supporters to report on 
fellow citizens who were speaking ill of the President, and it was overrun 
with grotesque depictions of inhuman caricatures that supposedly 
represented conservatives and Republicans, all with the approval of the 
White House. 


This kind of thing might be typical in countries ruled by dictators, but it is 
completely contrary to American values and succeeded, in this case, only in 
making Obama look tiny, thin-skinned and imperial. After the conservative 


media got wind of the story, Obama’s campaign aides apologized and the 
site was removed. Treating American citizens like children who need a 
chaperone or criminals who need to be reported for thought crimes is not 
becoming of any politician, let alone the President of the United States. 


108.Obama’s Enemies List 


Believe it or not, Obama’s 2012 campaign team actually stooped to even 
uglier tactics than “Attack Watch”. It’s scary to think that, despite the 
chilling aura surrounding Richard Nixon’s so-called “enemies list”, any 
President would repeat this behavior. Unfortunately, Barack Obama did just 
that by using a campaign fact-checking microsite to identify and vilify 
several private citizens who were donors to Mitt Romney’s campaign in 
2012. 


The donors on Obama’s “enemies list” were identified on Twitter and 
disseminated via email to his supporters. One such Romney donor was 
Sheldon Adelson. In the summer of 2012, the Obama campaign emailed 
supporters vilifying Adelson and his wealth—the same day Obama’s Justice 
Department began an investigation of alleged money laundering by several 
executives of the Las Vegas Sands Corporation, which is owned by 
Adelson.4 


Obama also tweeted a call for his supporters to demand that the Koch 
brothers make public the names of donors who had joined them in setting up 
political action committees for the 2012 campaign.== Obama attempted to 
intimidate not just the Koch brothers, but anyone who wanted to work with 
them by urging his most rabid supporters to denounce the donors and 
attempt to cast them as pariahs to be excluded from polite society. 


Even Democratic pollster, strategist, and commentator Douglas E. Schoen 
called this a “misuse of government power to vilify private donors” which 
“diminishes the prestige of the Oval Office and damages our social 
consensus.”=86 


109.Military Labeling of Christians and Conservatives as Extremists 


Back in the 2008 campaign, Obama was caught referring to his opponents 
as people who are bitterly clinging to guns and religion.= With an attitude 
like that, it should come as no surprise that Obama’s Defense Department 
classified Catholics and Evangelical Christians as religious extremists in 
their training manuals, lumping them in with groups like al Qaeda, Hamas, 
and the Ku Klux Klan.88 A Defense Department teaching guide, obtained 
by Judicial Watch via a FOIA request, also labeled the Founding Fathers 
and conservatives as extremists, and equated conservative values with the 
Ku Klux Klan. “Nowadays, instead of dressing in sheets or publicly 


espousing hate messages, many extremists will talk of individual liberties, 
states’ rights, and how to make the world a better place.”=’ Who wouldn't 
hate to be exposed to something as dangerous as someone talking about how 
to make the world a better place? 


Tom Fitton, the president of Judicial Watch, criticized the Obama 
administration for having “a nasty habit of equating basic conservative 
values with terrorism.”=” But, really, it isn’t even right to classify these as 
“conservative” values; they are just bedrock American values. As 
Commander-In-Chief, how does Obama explain why the military is 
classifying groups that typically oppose him politically as “extremists”? All 
Americans should be worried about an Administration that appears to view 
people in favor of individual liberty as a potential threat. A political threat to 
Obama, they most certainly were. We suppose that’s enough to deploy the 
three Ds. 


110.Threatening Gallup for Unfavorable Polls 


Every politician seeks to control the debate; to set up coverage in the most 
favorable light to himself and the worst for his opponent. But when the 
Obama administration was faced with a series of negative polls from Gallup 
during the 2012 campaign, they decided to teach Gallup a lesson. 


Initially, David Axelrod, one of Obama’s senior advisors, had contacted 
Gallup to complain about Gallup’s polling methods. When Gallup defended 
their methods, the Department of Justice joined a lawsuit which had initially 
been filed against Gallup in 2009 by a disgruntled former Gallup 
employee. The screws were turned; Gallup, and all other organizations, 
were being taught that if they didn’t do what Obama wanted, then the full 
power of the United States government would be directed against them. Not 
long after the DOJ got involved, Gallup changed their polling methods and, 
miraculously, Obama moved up in favorability and in head to head match- 
ups at the national and state levels against Mitt Romney. 


111.Threatening S&P for Credit Rating Downgrade 


Barack Obama hasn’t just used his Justice Department to target political 
enemies, sometimes he just uses it for payback. In February of 2013, the 
Justice Department accused credit rating agency Standard & Poor for an 
allegedly fraudulent ratings system, which the government claimed was not 
objective. The Justice Department sought $5 billion in damages. No other 
credit rating agencies were included in the lawsuit <2 


In January of 2014, court filings showed that the Obama administration 
had angrily warned Harold McGraw, the chairman of Standard & Poor 
parent company McGraw-Hill Financial, that they’d be held accountable for 


their 2011 decision to downgrade the United States credit rating from AAA 
to AA+. According to McGraw’s deposition, then-Secretary of Treasury 
Timothy Geithner told him the government would look at S&P’s conduct 
very carefully. “Such behavior could not occur, [Geithner] said, without a 
response from the government,” McGraw said, in his deposition. The 
government had been investigating all three major credit rating companies, 
but focused solely on S&P after the 2011 downgrade of the United States 


credit rating = 


112.Bypassing Congress to Mandate “Black Boxes” in all Vehicles 


When Obama wants something, he gets it by any means necessary. The 
final tool at his disposal when intimidation, rhetorical weaponry, and 
regulatory burdens approved by Congress don’t get the job done is executive 
discretion regarding the execution of existing laws. He used this power often 
enough during his first term, but after the 2012 election, he has engaged in a 
campaign to expand the accepted limits of executive discretion and crafted 
all sorts of creative new laws without congressional oversight. For example, 
a new regulation imposed by Obama’s Department of Transportation 
requires that all automakers install event data recorders (EDRs) to collect 
data on passenger vehicles starting on September 1, 2014. 


The alleged intent of EDRs (commonly referred to as “black boxes”) is to 
understand how drivers respond in a crash, and give the federal government 
the “critical insight and information” they need to save more lives, 
according to Obama’s Transportation Secretary Ray LaHood. But, Horace 
Cooper of the National Center for Public Policy Analysis called the 
requirement “an unprecedented breach of privacy for Americans.” 


“Contrary to what is now being claimed, EDRs can and will track the 
comings and goings of car owners and even their passengers,” Cooper 
said. “EDRs not only provide details necessary for accident 
investigation, they also track travel records, passenger usage, cell 
phone use and other private data. Who you visit, what you weigh, how 
often you call your mother and more is captured by these devices. 
Mandating that they be installed and accessible by the DOT is a 
terrible idea.’ 


Cooper explained that, since the system will be running whenever the 
engine is on, there is no guarantee that the information that would be 
collected from it would only be relevant to an auto accident. The AAA auto 
club and the Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers have also expressed 
privacy concerns. 


If this wasn’t disturbing enough, Congress rejected this mandate in 2011, 
but Obama has consistently refused to let Congress get in the way of 


imposing his agenda. So he bypassed Congress again, and subverted the 
Constitution, imposing the mandate through Department of Transportation. 


113.Alarming Changes to the Freedom of Information Act 


The Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), which was signed into law on 
July 4, 1966, by President Lyndon Johnson, empowers private citizens to 
request the disclosure of government documents, as long as they are not 
deemed as too sensitive for release. There have been changes to the law 
since it was first enacted, but Obama’s Justice Department proposed a 
disturbing change to the law. Historically, when FOIA requests are denied, a 
reason for the denial is supposed to be given. But the new rule, proposed by 
the Obama administration, would “direct government agencies who are 
denying a request under an established FOIA exemption to ‘respond to the 
request as if the excluded records did not exist,’ rather than citing the 
relevant exemption.” Both left and right leaning government transparency 
advocates called the proposed rule change “Orwellian.” Outcry over the 
mere suggestion of such changes caused the Obama administration to 
backtrack, but they later proposed new rules which simply allowed them to 
deny FOIA requests for trivial reasons. 


Obama’s track record regarding FOIA requests has been bad from the 
start, it turns out. Documents released in 2014 revealed that, back in 2009, 
the Obama White House secretly rewrote a portion of the Freedom of 
Information Act (FOIA) to suppress politically sensitive documents. Any 
documents involving “White House equities,” now had to first be reviewed 
by White House officials before being released, allowing the White House 
to indefinitely delay the release of documents it prefers remain hidden. 
This explains why a 2014 analysis by the Associated Press found that the 
Obama administration has denied, censored or stonewalled FOIA requests at 
record rates. But even this wasn’t enough to satisfy Obama’s need for 
secrecy. In March of 2015, the White House formally exempted itself from 
FOIA requests entirely“? One can only wonder what Obama wanted to hide 


during his last two years in office. 
114.Using the EPA to Bypass Congress 


To say Obama’s environmental agenda has been a disaster is an 
understatement. From 2009-2012, it was estimated that one-fifth of the 
nation’s coal plants were shut down. Obama’s coal regulations are 
estimated to cost the U.S. economy 1.65 million jobs between 2012 and 


2020. 2 


The negative impacts of these regulations aren’t the whole story. Obama’s 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has been imposing these 
regulations entirely without Congressional oversight or review. The coal 


industry has been crushed, jobs are being lost, energy prices are going up, 
and the Constitution has been thoroughly ignored. In his 2012 State of the 
Union, Obama promised even more “executive action” on the environment. 


But if Congress won’t act soon to protect future generations, I will. I 
will direct my Cabinet to come up with executive actions we can take, 
now and in the future, to reduce pollution, prepare our communities for 
the consequences of climate change, and speed the transition to more 


sustainable sources of energy. 


There’s nothing ambiguous about it. Obama considers Congress’s role in 
passing legislation irrelevant, especially when it comes to the environment. 
If he wants to destroy you, he’ Il find a way. 


115.Unilateral Implementation of Cap-And-Trade 


In the aftermath of the 2010 elections, Obama’s climate change agenda 
suddenly was dead on arrival. No longer in possession of a Democrat- 
controlled, rubber-stamp legislative majority to drastically cut greenhouse 
gas emissions, it was clear that more modest proposals were the only chance 
for Obama to advance his climate change agenda, especially since 
Democrats weren’t able to take back the House in 2012. So, what did 
Obama do? He decided not to bother with Congress at all. 


With the potential for a Republican-controlled House and Senate after the 
2014 midterm elections, Obama decided not to accept political realities by 
working on a compromise solution that could achieve bipartisan support; 
instead, he bypassed Congress altogether. In spring of 2014, Obama’s 
Environmental Protection Agency proposed new rules and regulations to do 
what he wanted.“ These new rules included a cap-and-trade policy, which 
sets limits on emissions but also allows companies to “trade allowances or 
credits for emissions as a way of staying under different benchmarks the 
EPA sets for each state.”°% 


No debate. No congressional approval. No checks and balances. Obama 
wanted to impose cap-and-trade no matter what the cost, and regardless of 
whether the Congress approved. According to a study by the Chamber of 
Commerce, “the EPA’s climate rule could cost $50 billion annually and 
about 40 percent of the U.S. coal fleet could be retired by 2030.”% But 
Congress was denied the opportunity to do their job and debate the merits 
and faults of the proposal. 


Obama abandoned a legislative approach to his climate agenda in favor of 
executive fiat to avoid compromise once Congress no longer was able to 
give him a blank check. If every president acted this way, the Constitution 
would be irrelevant. 


116.Making the Sequester as Painful as Possible 


The last desperate refuge for anyone who cannot get their way is to throw 
a fit. It usually doesn’t work, but Obama has allies who can be relied upon 
to call a fit a principled stand, hide the evidence of his immaturity, and 
generally provide cover. The last two entries in this chapter are as puerile, 
ugly, and pathetic as it gets — locked in battles with Congressional 
Republicans who were placed there by the American people to slow him 
down, he collapsed into two separate fits of rage where the victims were 
ordinary people, and the outcome would have been completely different if 
the bad actor had been conservative. 


It became clear in the early months of Obama’s second term that even 
though the election was over, the campaign was not, and that governance 
was a lower priority than politics. Hoping that the American people would 
blame Republicans for the sequester cuts, he instructed various agencies to 
ensure that the cuts would be as painful as Obama promised they would be. 
The Washington Times reported: 


The Obama administration denied an appeal for flexibility in lessening 
the sequester’s effects, with an email this week appearing to show 
officials in Washington that because they already had promised the 
cuts would be devastating, they now have to follow through on that. 


In the email sent Monday by Charles Brown, an official with the 
Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service office in Raleigh, N.C., 
Mr. Brown asked “if there was any latitude” in how to spread the 
sequester cuts across the region to lessen the impacts on fish 
inspections. 

He said he was discouraged by officials in Washington, who gave him 
this reply: “We have gone on record with a notification to Congress 
and whoever else that ‘APHIS would eliminate assistance to producers 
in 24 states in managing wildlife damage to the aquaculture industry, 
unless they provide funding to cover the costs.’ So it is our opinion 
that however you manage that reduction, you need to make sure you 
are not contradicting what we said the impact would be.” 


A whistleblower in the National Parks Service also revealed that 
supervisors denied plans to deal with budget cuts in a manner that would 
minimize the impact on the public, and were instead instructed to cancel 


special events, tours, and educational services provided by park rangers.°%8 


There were also reports that several hundred immigrants who had been 
detained by Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) were released, 
and that their release was “to ensure detention levels stay within ICE’s 


current budget,” according to an ICE spokeswoman. Many saw the move 


as politically motivated to increase public opposition to sequestration, with 
the hope that Republicans would be blamed. Is this what an administration 
does when it’s looking out for the best interests of the American people? 


117.Making the Government Shutdown as Painful as Possible 


From 1976 to 2009, there have been 17 government shutdowns: one time 
during Ford’s presidency, five times during Carter’s, seven times during 
Reagan’s, once under George H.W. Bush, and twice under Clinton.” 
Whether the issue at the heart of the shutdown was abortion funding, 
congressional spending, education funding, military spending and foreign 
aid, deficit reduction, or balancing the budget, each time the President and 
Congressional leaders negotiated until a solution was found to end the 
impasse. But, when a government shutdown occurred on Obama’s watch, he 
actually refused to negotiate with Congress in order to end it. The issue at 
the center of this shutdown was Obamacare. Republicans wanted to defund 
it, but the Democrat majority in the U.S. Senate, following Obama’s dictate, 
would not allow for it. 


As the October Ist budget deadline approached, Congressional 
Republicans had essentially retreated to one, single demand on the 
President: in return for a one-year delay in the implementation of the 
Individual Mandate, Congress would provide a continuing resolution to keep 
the government open. This was merely to provide average Americans a 
similar delay to the one Obama had unilaterally and illegally granted to big 
business. 


Obama refused to agree to this very reasonable demand, and when the 
government officially shut down, he constantly blamed Republicans for it, 
rather than work with both sides (like past presidents have) to negotiate a 
compromise. Who caused the shutdown may be debatable, but Obama’s lack 
of leadership to end it is not. 


The American people were instead treated by Obama and congressional 
Democrats (with the help of the mainstream media) to a childish blame 
game. Republicans were called “terrorists”, “hostage takers”, and were said 
to have “a gun pointed at the head” of the country. Vile language which one 
would be wary of using against avowed, foreign enemies of the United 
States was poured out from Obama upon Republicans once the shutdown 
started. And when not brazenly generating hatred and anger towards his 
fellow Americans who happen to disagree with him, President Obama was 
doing whatever he could to make the shutdown “as painful as possible,” as 
he’d also done with the sequester. 


National Parks and war memorials were unnecessarily closed, barricaded, 
and guarded by U.S. Park Service Rangers to prevent access. A supposedly 


shuttered government had money to print up signs and rent fences to close 
off parks that are normally open twenty-four hours a day, seven days a 
week. Aged veterans were actually barred from visiting the open-air World 
War II and Vietnam War Memorials by the Obama administration. The 
veterans eventually resorted to breaking through the barriers to pay their 
respects.4 According to leaked emails obtained by National Review Online, 
the National Park Service knew the Veterans were coming, but decided to 
put up the barricades anyway.” Similarly, a tour group of senior citizens 
who were not only kicked out of Yellowstone National Park, but also treated 


to frightening, brutal police intimidation until they left the park. 4 


Never missing a chance to be vindictive, Obama also forced the shutdown 
of national parks that the federal government doesn’t even fund, including 
the Claude Moore Colonial Farm in Virginia, privately funded campgrounds 


in Arizona, the Ford Theatre, and Mount Vernon.24 


Private property owners within the Lake Mead National Recreation Area 
in Nevada were also forbidden to go to their own homes because Lake Mead 
was shut down.®® In service of Obama’s goal of causing pain, citizens of the 
United States were treated worse than enemies. Obama, once again, chose to 
inflict pain on U.S. citizens rather than work in their best interests. It got so 
bad and so absurd that even ultra-liberal House delegate Eleanor Holmes 


Norton (D-DC) confronted Obama about the absurdity of his actions. 


Obama made the shutdown out to be an existential crisis, and then set 
about hurting the American people in the hopes that he could direct their 
anger at the Republican Party. After a bit more than two weeks of watching 
Obama throw a childish temper tantrum, Congressional Republicans 
eventually gave Obama everything he wanted for the good of the country. 
Funding was provided, Obamacare rolled forward and Obama had to give 
not an inch. 


As bare-knuckl political brawling, Obama’s actions might impress the ill- 
informed, but there is a delicious irony in all this for those who believe in 
justice: The Obamacare roll-out (which also started on October Ist, 2013) 
was such a disaster that Obama would have been better served had he agreed 
to the one-year delay of Obamacare as Congressional Republicans had 
demanded. 


Administration Corruption 


Throughout American history, until very recently, its citizens have, 
correctly, held the chief executive accountable for the corrupt actions of his 
cabinet and the executive branch agencies under his command. He is, after 
all, the one that hires and fires cabinet officers, appoints leaders to 
departments and agencies, and directs their mandates. The leader sets the 
tone and accepts responsibility for his entire branch of government. Richard 
Nixon was forced to resign when it came to light that members of his 
campaign team were trying to dig up dirt on his opposition during the 1972 
election. Today’s leftists, including Obama himself, were quick to hold 
George W. Bush accountable when allegations of corrupt backroom deals 
over the military supply chain between Cheney and Halliburton came to 
light, even though Bush was not directly implicated. It has, quite rightly, 
been asserted that the man at the top must take responsibility for the doings 
of his underlings and must treat corruption harshly or stand accused of being 
complicit. 


There have been strong leaders in the White House who have confronted 
real, systemic corruption in high places — who have taken on the 
responsibility of ensuring that the business of running the country remains 
above board and beaten back the crooks and scoundrels of their age. One 
fine example is Herbert Hoover. For all of his failings on the economy, 
Hoover was a fierce and successful trench warrior in the battle against 
government corruption, owing to his staunch Quaker upbringing. Even Bill 
Clinton, a man with a rather dubious personal morality, managed to confront 
corruption in the Pentagon and among military contractors and streamline 
government military spending. 


In contrast, there is the Obama administration, widely recognized as one 
of the most corrupt of all time. The men and women he chose to form the 
backbone of his executive branch have, to a degree not seen since U.S. 
Grant or Andrew Johnson, been found to be abusing their authority, creating 
all manner of havoc, and trampling all over the American people in their 
quest to fundamentally transform the American political landscape. And, 
perhaps even worse than their corruption, they’ve also proved to be 
spectacularly inept. Everywhere we look, today, we find examples of the 
government failing to serve its constituents, either by stupidity or wicked 
Intent. 


In some cases, the connections tie directly to Obama, in some cases, they 
stop short of the Oval Office, but in every case, someone that Obama hired 
was responsible; and in just about every case, Obama took no action to 
punish those responsible and even denied that any corruption had taken 


place. We reject the notion that Obama was merely “in over his head” — 
though, if he were, it would be a stinging indictment of his Presidency 
anyway — and insist that he be held accountable for choosing a bevy of 
corrupt, far-left, utopian thugs and gave them marching orders that led 
directly to scandal after scandal on his watch. This chapter will give a full 
accounting of these scandals of administrative failure and abuse. 


118.Taxpayer Dollars For Hired Trolls 


There are four basic ways an administration can be corrupt. The person at 
the top can hire grossly incompetent people to do the work out of political 
favoritism. The administration can become embroiled in scandals of intent 
(they tried to do something illegal or unethical and were caught). The leader 
can use the power of government to shield his or her allies from prosecution 
for criminal wrongdoing or stop them from coming under scrutiny for ethics 
violations. And, of course, as was the case with Nixon, a leader can 
improperly use the power of government to aid in his reelection. Obama’s 
administration was so corrupt, so consistently, that he managed to do all of 
those things repeatedly. We’ll start where Nixon’s career ended; let’s 
discuss where Obama weaponized his incumbent advantage to get himself 
and his allies in Washington reelected. 


The first example may seem minor but stop and think about what it 
implies. You probably never thought your tax dollars would be paying for 
bloggers to anonymously troll websites. But the Obama administration did 
just that. In 2009, it was revealed that Obama’s Justice Department, under 
the leadership of Attorney General Eric Holder, was hiring bloggers to 
participate in a secret propaganda campaign by anonymously posting 
comments on newspaper websites with stories critical of Obama, Holder, 
and the Justice Department.” This was a gross misuse of taxpayer dollars 
for an agency that is supposed to enforce the nation’s laws without political 
influence or motivation. Of course, we would be remiss if we didn’t also 
mention Obama’s White House backed attack site “attackwatch.com” — a 
website that his administration advertised as a way to report on the untruths 
being spread by your friends and coworkers. It wasn’t just Holder who was 
spending government money to pester conservatives in cyberspace. 


119.Delayed Release of Food Stamp Usage Report 


It is hard to argue that an economy is improving when the number of 
people getting food stamps is at a record high. News of America’s rising 
food stamp dependency, coming right before Election Day, could have had a 
negative effect on President Obama as he fought hard for reelection in 2012. 
Of course, an honest government, working for the American people, would 
just release the data as scheduled and let the chips fall where they may. Not 


on Obama’s watch. 


Food stamp data is usually released around the end of the month. This 
means we should have received our last pre-election food stamp report 
around the end of October, but we didn’t get it until November 10th, four 
days after the election. 


It’s pretty clear why the report was delayed. According to the report, food 
stamp usage had risen in the United States to a record high of 47.1 million 
people.“4 The American people didn’t learn the full truth when they were 
supposed to, which meant Obama conveniently didn’t have to answer new 


tough questions about his economic record before the election. 
120.Delaying Regulations until After the Election 


Incumbent presidents running for reelection have a special advantage over 
their opponent in that they have greater ability to influence current events 
and control the narrative of the election. In the 1997 movie “Wag the Dog,” 
the President’s spin-doctor enlists the help of a Hollywood producer to stage 
a fake war to distract the public from a sex scandal. 


In 2012, the real-life Obama administration, in the spirit of the movie, 
“systematically delayed enacting a series of rules on the environment, 
worker safety, and healthcare to prevent them from becoming points of 
contention before the 2012 election.”°2 


Naturally, the Obama administration denied any political motivation 
behind the delays, but was contradicted by seven current and former 
administration officials involved, and a report by Administrative Conference 
of the United States (ACUS), which found that internal reviews of proposed 
regulatory changes “took longer in 2011 and 2012 because of concerns 
about the agencies issuing costly or controversial rules prior to the 
November 2012 election.”©? 


On the campaign trail, Obama proudly promoted Obamacare and 
questioned the motives of the law’s opponents, all while regulations that 
specifically impacted health coverage, costs, and qualifications for subsidies 
were kept quiet. By waiting until after Obama was safe from electoral 
consequences of his signature legislation to publish the final regulations, 
voters were denied the opportunity to know exactly how the law would 
affect them before they voted. This scandalous lie of omission by the Obama 
administration succeeded in giving him political cover in order to win a 
second term before millions of Americans would find out just how bad 
Obamacare really was. 


121.IMlegally Telling Companies to Postpone Layoffs Until after the 
Election 


When running for reelection, it helps when bad news that could hurt your 
chances isn’t reported until after the voters have already spoken. Desperate 
to hold onto power, Obama wasn’t about to let bad news stand between him 
and four more years as the most powerful man on the planet, even if it meant 
breaking the law to do so. 


A month before the presidential election, Virginia-based defense 
contractor Lockheed Martin announced that, in response to a White House 
request, they were delaying layoff notices until after the election. ABC News 
reported: 


Lockheed, one of the biggest employers in the key battleground state of 
Virginia, previously warned it would have to issue notices to 
employees, required by law, due to looming defense cuts set to begin to 
take effect after Jan. 2 because of the failure of the Joint Select 
Committee on Deficit Reduction — the so-called Super-committee, 
which was created to find a way to cut $1.5 trillion from the federal 
deficit over the next decade. 


Such massive layoffs could have threatened Obama’s standing in the 
state he won in 2008 and is hoping to carry again this November. 


On Friday, the Obama administration reiterated that federal 
contractors should not issue notices to workers based on “uncertainty” 
over the pending $500 billion reduction in Pentagon spending that will 
occur unless lawmakers can agree on a solution to the budget impasse, 
negotiations over which will almost definitely not begin until after the 


election. =! 


As Breitbart’s Mike Flynn explained, the law requiring notices of layoffs 
was “passed in 1988 by a veto-proof Democrat Congress. It went into effect 
without President Reagan’s signature. It was an urgent matter for 
Democrats, until, apparently, they didn’t like the consequences of it.”“? The 
consequence of violating this federal law was more favorable, since Obama 


won Virginia by only 116,000 votes. 


122.Obama’s 2010 Census Takeover 


When he wasn’t busy attempting to manipulate the twenty-four-hour 
news cycle with government power, Obama was busy trying to reorder the 
government to be more advantageous to progressives, even down to its most 
central functions. The decennial census of the United States is one of the 
few government actions actually commanded by our Constitution. Every ten 
years there is to be an enumeration of the people of the United States so that 
representation in our House of Representatives can be properly apportioned 
among the states. Given his record, it’s hardly surprising that Obama tried to 
politicize this process. 


Population shifts have resulted in increases in representation to states 
favoring Republicans and decreases in states favoring Democrats. For 
example, in 1980, New York (a blue state) had 41 electoral votes, and Texas 
(a red state) had 26 electoral votes. Today, Texas has 38, while New York 
only has 29 electoral votes. 


Even the recent shift over the past decade shows a potential electoral 
problem for Democrat candidates. According to Michael Medved, “if the 
epic Bush-Gore battle of 2000 played out on the new Electoral College map, 
with the two candidates carrying precisely the states they each won 11 years 
ago, the result would have been a far more clear-cut GOP victory margin of 
33 electoral votes (instead of the five-vote nail-biter recorded in history 
books).”°4 


While the census is apolitical, the results have political implications with 
regard to the redrawing of congressional districts, reapportionment, and the 
Electoral College. 


So, why would Obama want the census to be moved from the Commerce 
Department to the White House, under the supervision of Obama’s then- 
chief of staff, Rahm Emanuel? The results of the census play a significant 
role in the allocation of federal funds, potentially enabling a political party 
to deliver a disproportionate amount of tax dollars to areas represented by 
members of their own party.“ The White House was not forthcoming about 
what Emanuel’s role in overseeing the census would be, but the conflict of 
interest was clear: 


[...] critics say the White House chief of staff can’t be expected to 
handle the census in a neutral manner. Emanuel ran the Democratic 
Congressional Campaign Committee in the 2006 election, and he was 


instrumental in getting Democrats elected into the majority. 72 


According to reports, the census, under the supervision of the White 
House, sought to reach out to gays and lesbians, in order to tally the number 
of same-sex marriages. Same-sex couples in states where same-sex matriage 
was not, then, legal were even advised to consider themselves married on 
the census form.° There were also efforts to get as many illegal immigrants 
as possible to participate in the census.“8 These manipulations of the 
numbers would be convenient for Obama’s domestic agenda. 


The census also provided Obama with another opportunity to boost the 
country’s employment numbers during a very politically convenient time for 
him. Census workers reportedly were directed to slow down and extend their 


: 2 
work unnecessarily. 


123.Sestak Job Offer Scandal 


If that wasn’t bad enough for you, Obama also attempted to manipulate 
the election process itself. When Senator Arlen Specter sought re-election to 
the United States Senate in 2010 as a Democrat, Congressman Joe Sestak 
felt compelled to challenge Specter for the Democratic nomination, thinking 
that the Democratic Party’s best interests weren’t served by having a recent 
convert to their party in the U.S. Senate. 


Apparently, the Obama administration felt that Specter’s chances of being 
reelected were better. According to Sestak, he was approached by a White 
House official with an offer for a high-ranking job in exchange for dropping 
out of the race. The White House eventually admitted that they had former 
President Bill Clinton approach Sestak with the job offer? The White 
House claimed it did nothing wrong, and that no laws were violated. But, 
according to 18 U.S.C. § 600, the job offer was absolutely illegal. The 
Heritage Foundation explains: 


The statute makes it unlawful for anyone to “promise any employment, 
position, compensation, contract, appointment, or other benefit” to any 
person as a “consideration, favor, or reward for any political activity 
or for the support of or opposition to any candidate or any political 
party...in connection with any primary election.” As the OLC opinion 
says, § 600 “punishes those who promise federal employment or 
benefits as an enticement to or reward for future political activity, but 
does not prohibit rewards for past political activity.”’ Future political 
activity would arguably include dropping out of a contested primary in 
order to benefit the White House-endorsed candidate (here, Sen. 
Specter), =! 


Further, 18 U.S.C. § 211 states that “whoever solicits or receives” such an 
offer shall be fined and/or imprisoned for no more than a year.°? Sestak 
(who ultimately won the Democratic primary, but lost the general election to 
Republican Pat Toomey) may not have accepted the offer, but Bill Clinton, 
at the urging of the Obama administration, did break the law. And if Obama 
ordered the offer to be made, it would be an impeachable offense. Of course, 
Obama’s Justice Department rejected a request by Congressman Darrell Issa 
(R-CA) for a special counsel to investigate, and the scandal was effectively 
swept under the rug.? No one in the Obama administration was ever held 
accountable for breaking the law. 


124.Obama’s Tax Cheats 


So we know that Obama thought that the electoral process was his to 
game as he pleased, but how else did he give cover and support to his 
political allies? We can begin by marveling at the safe haven that his White 


House gave to tax code violators. Even though Obama says he wants the 
rich to pay “their fair share” of taxes, he made a habit of nominating tax 
cheats to serve in his administration, and then stuck by them when the truth 
of their tax evasions came out. 


After Obama nominated Timothy Geithner to be his Treasury Secretary, it 
was revealed that Geithner failed to pay payroll taxes over a number of 
years on income he made working for the International Monetary Fund. He 
called the omissions careless, even though he had been made aware, at the 
time, that he was responsible for paying those taxes. During his 
confirmation hearings, Geithner blamed TurboTax software for his failure to 


pay those taxes. Geithner would end up paying $42,702 in back taxes. 


Obama originally nominated Tom Daschle to be his Health & Human 
Services Secretary. But, Daschle was forced to drop out after it was revealed 
that he failed to pay over $100,000 in income taxes. Kathleen Sebelius was 
then nominated for the position. Shortly after she testified before the Senate 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions Committee, it was revealed she 
owed over $7,000 in back taxes.“ The confirmation vote for Hilda Solis to 
be Obama’s Labor Secretary had to be postponed after it was revealed that 
her husband had just paid $6,400 in tax liens from sixteen years before.“ 
Nancy Killefer had to withdraw her nomination to be Obama’s Performance 
Czar after it was revealed she had a nearly $1,000 lien on her property for 


failing to pay property taxes in 2005.9¥ 


It would be natural to think that President Obama — who is forever 
demanding we tax “the rich” - would at least ensure that all of his people are 
square with the tax man. Natural, but not accurate. In early 2012, it was 
revealed that thirty-six Obama aides owed $833,000 in back taxes. 


But he didn’t just employ his tax-evading allies, he fed private citizens 
with bad tax records using stimulus grants. Perhaps even more shocking 
than the program’s inability to stimulate the economy is the tax money that 
was given to people who were tax cheats. By law, tax cheats were not 
eligible to receive any money from the government’s mortgage insurance 
program. But, the Federal Housing Administration (FHA) had no means to 
determine which applicants owed back taxes and should have their 
applications denied. In the end, $1.4 billion in stimulus loans and $27 


million in tax credits were given to tax delinquents. 


125.Partisan Cover 


As Americans, we believe in the idea that, in the eyes of the law, we 
should be equal. In fact, it is clearly stated in the Constitution that the 
President shall see to it that the laws are faithfully enforced. Not just some 
laws; not just the laws the President likes but all the laws, all the time and 


with complete impartiality. Sadly, under Barack Obama, justice has been far 
from blind... in fact, it has, at times, been overtly partisan. That partisanship 
revealed itself two ways: through selectively ignoring valid cases for 
prosecution, and by selectively targeting political enemies for prosecution. 


In 2009, Obama’s Justice Department, led by Attorney General Eric 
Holder, made the controversial decision to drop the voter intimidation case 
against the New Black Panther Party (NBPP) that had begun under the Bush 
Administration. On Election Day in 2008, NBPP members were videotaped 
wearing paramilitary clothing and carrying clubs in front of polling places, 
intimidating potential voters from entering polls. The Obama administration 
refused to explain the refusal to prosecute, and this blatant violation of civil 
rights went unpunished.“ By the summer of 2010, the U.S. Commission on 
Civil Rights declared that there was evidence of “possible unequal 
administration of justice” by the Justice Department.“ Holder denied there 
was a racial motivation during a House Appropriations subcommittee 
hearing in March 2011, justifying the decision to not prosecute by citing the 
roadblocks African American endured when trying to vote 50 years prior in 
the South.“ In short, he made the case that there was no racial bias by 
invoking a racial motive. 


Along with selective enforcement of the law, Obama has also used the 
Justice Department to protect his political allies from criminal and ethical 
probes that would likely have resulted in convictions or at least bad press for 
Obama allies. 


When Harry Reid was still Senate Majority Leader, and had the power to 
obstruct any legislation that came from the Republican-controlled House, or 
amendments that originated in the Senate that didn’t conform to Obama’s 
agenda, Obama prevented a federal investigation of a corruption probe that 
implicated Harry Reid as one of two U.S. Senators who may have taken 


money and benefits from political donors in return for political favors. 


During the Fast and Furious investigation in 2012, Obama protected 
Attorney General Eric Holder by asserting executive privilege (for the first 
time in his presidency) over thousands of requested documents just before 
the House Oversight and Government Affairs Committee was expected to 
vote to hold Holder in contempt for withholding those documents from the 


committee. “4 


Later that year, Obama’s Department of Homeland Security also 
requested that Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) delay the arrest 
of a campaign intern of Senator Robert Menendez (D-NJ) until after the 
2012 elections, when Menendez was up for re-election, saving him from a 


potentially damaging pre-election scandal.“ 


Obama’s Justice Department did not see fit to investigate New York 
City’s Sanitation Department after whistleblowers revealed that union 
bosses ordered drivers to botch snow cleanup after a major blizzard in 2010 
in order protest budget cuts.“° Nor was there a federal investigation started 
after the new mayor Bill de Blasio was accused, by residents of the affluent 
Upper East Side of Manhattan, of deliberately leaving the neighborhood 
unplowed as retribution for not supporting him.“ We wouldn’t ordinarily 
expect there to be a federal investigation for a city scandal under normal 
circumstances, but, as you’ll see shortly, Holder’s Department of Justice 
made a long habit out of pursuing political adversaries that were involved in 


local or personal imbroglios that should never have involved the feds either. 


But none of the above obfuscations of justices compares in audacity with 
the lengths to which Obama and his surrogates have gone to defend his heir 
apparent, Hillary, Rodham Clinton. In March of 2015, the New York Times 
reported that Hillary Clinton may have broken several serious federal laws 
by maintaining a private email server during and after her time with the 
State Department and failing to turn over all of those records properly at the 
close of her tenure.“®8 As the weeks and months unfolded, Clinton passed 
through several excuses. First, she claimed that she did nothing improper. 
Then she called her decision to host her own emails while on the job a 
mistake, but repeated her claim that she’d sent no classified information 
with that email. Then she claimed that no messages marked as classified at 
the time were sent passed through that email when they discovered 
classified material in her released and heavily redacted email set. Then her 
aides and the media rallied around a shaky defense that she did nothing 
different than former Secretary of state Colin Powell. Finally, she fell back 
on amnesia, saying that she was unaware that what she was doing was 
against the rules even though the rules are explained to all personnel in great 
detail when they obtain security clearance“ All the while, Clinton 
campaigned for the Democratic nomination for President with much media 
fanfare and support from within the Obama administration. 


As evidence mounted that Hillary had stored and transmitted classified 
and top secret information on her private email server, and that emails were 
deliberately erased to avoid accountability, the Obama administration has 
done what it can to protect her, and perhaps himself right along with her. 
Even though Obama had previously claimed to have been unaware that 
Hillary was using a private email server, Obama and Hillary exchanged at 
least 18 emails that the State Department refused to release.©? Obama’s 
Justice Department is not cooperating, rendering the FBI investigation 
virtually impotent. According to Andrew McCarthy at National Review, 
“The FBI routinely conducts major investigations in collaboration with 


Justice Department prosecutors — usually from the U.S. attorney’s office in 
the district where potential crimes occurred. That is because the FBI needs 
the assistance of a grand jury. The FBI does not have authority even to issue 
subpoenas, let alone to charge someone with a crime. Only federal 
prosecutors may issue subpoenas, on the lawful authority of the grand jury. 
Only prosecutors are empowered to present evidence or propose charges to 
the grand jury. And the Constitution vests only the grand jury with authority 
to indict — the formal accusation of a crime. In our system, the FBI can do 
none of these things.”* 


Obama’s State Department has also done its part to protect Hillary. In 
March of 2016, it was revealed they would put off completing their review 
of classified information on Clinton’s secret email server until after the 
election in November. A month later, the State Department admitted that 
a key Benghazi email of Hillary’s was withheld from watchdog group 
Judicial Watch since 2014. The disclosure of the email would have exposed 
Hillary’s private server before Hillary had thousands of her emails 
deleted.°= This pattern of protection Obama’s allies received extended to 
dozens of other administration operatives involved in multiple other 
scandals too numerous to list here, though a few of them will be highlighted 
below. But what of the second method of engaging in corrupt, partisan 
justice? 


126.Partisan Prosecution 


When not selectively enforcing the laws or giving his friends a pass from 
law-breaking, Obama has also has used the Justice Department to target his 
political enemies. Senator Menendez learned this the hard way when, in 
2015, the Department of Justice suddenly decided to move forward with 
criminal charges against Menendez on a five-year-old case. Washington 
D.C. insiders believe the decision was politically motivated, as Menendez 
had been speaking out against Obama in recent months on foreign policy 
matters like Obama’s plan to normalize relations with communist Cuba, and 


his nuclear deal with Iran. 4 


Given Obama’s willingness to use his law enforcement powers to punish 
his fellow Democrats who step out of line, it is no surprise that Republican 
critics of Obama have also been in the crosshairs. In 2014, when staffers and 
political appointees of New Jersey Governor Chris Christie were accused of 
closing toll lanes in order to cause a major traffic jam on the George 
Washington Bridge as political retaliation against the Democratic Mayor of 
Fort Lee, New Jersey, it received immediate national attention... not just by 
the media, but by the Obama administration, which quickly started a federal 
investigation.°° He was eventually cleared, but “Bridgegate” dogged him 


even unto his 2016 presidential campaign. 


In January of 2014, Dinesh D’Souza, the conservative author and speaker 
who has written books critical of Obama, and produced the widely popular 
anti-Obama documentary 2016: Obama’s America, was indicted for 
campaign finance violations for having orchestrated $20,000 in straw 
donations to the campaign of a friend who ran for U.S. Senate.®° The 
motivations behind the indictment weren’t merely questioned by 
conservatives, but by liberals and legal experts as well. 


Legal experts slammed the Obama administration for what appeared to be 
a partisan selective prosecution. Harvard Law School professor and Obama 
supporter Alan Dershowitz said, in an interview with Newsmax, “This is an 
outrageous prosecution and is certainly a misuse of resources. It raises the 
question of why he is being selected for prosecution among the many, many 
people who commit similar crimes.” Dershowitz also believes that the 
indictment came from high up in the Obama administration. “This sounds to 
me like it is coming from higher places. It is hard for me to believe this did 
not come out of Washington or at least get the approval of those in 
Washington,” he said.° 


National Review’s Andrew McCarthy also noted that the Obama 
administration was effectively prosecuting D’Souza twice for the same 
crime by charging him with making illegal donations and making false 
statements to the government, in order to maximize his punishment. 
According to McCarthy, “by gratuitously piling on another felony, Obama 
and Holder portray D’Souza as a serious crook and subject him to the 
onerous potential of seven years in prison — all for an episode that 
ordinarily would not be prosecuted at all.” 


Unfortunately, D’Souza was the not the only conservative activist that 
Obama targeted for selective harassment. James O’Keefe, founder of the 
undercover journalism outfit known as Project Veritas, has long been an 
outspoken opponent of open-border immigration policies and videotaped 
himself, dressed as a terrorist, crossing from the United States to Mexico, 
and reentering the country unchecked, as a part of a video series on the 
complete lack of security along the U.S. — Mexico border and the risks that 
it poses. The video went viral and fueled Tea Party-backed demands to 
scuttle all talk of further discussion of any immigration reform bill in 2014. 
The border crossing was, technically, illegal, however. US Customs officers 
were quick to detain O’Keefe and, incredibly, place him on a terrorism 
watch-list that exposed him to intense scrutiny each time he traveled 
internationally. If this seems a bit excessive to you... brace yourselves. It’s 
going to get a lot worse as you read on. 


The way Obama has pulled the blindfold off of Lady Justice should be 
troubling to all Americans. If a president thinks he can choose the winners 
and losers to suit his political needs, then equal protection under the law no 
longer exists. 


127.IMlegal Firing of an Inspector General 


When Gerald Walpin, the Inspector General of the Corporation for 
National and Community Service, was abruptly fired by Barack Obama in 
mid-2009, it raised many questions. Walpin, a Republican who had been 
appointed to the position by President George W. Bush, had a long and 
distinguished career devoid of partisanship. 


As it turns out, the firing was illegal. According to the 2008 Inspector 
General Reform Act (a bill then-Senator Barack Obama co-sponsored), 
Walpin was entitled to 30-days’ notice and a written explanation to 
Congress for the dismissal. Neither was provided. Walpin was informed 
of his firing by a phone call from the White House counsel’s office, and was 
given an hour to resign or be fired.°? 


Naturally, one can’t help but be curious as to why Obama would want to 
remove Walpin so quickly, in violation of a law Obama himself co- 
sponsored. Well, Walpin had been investigating the misuse of AmeriCorps 
grant money by St. HOPE, a nonprofit organization of Sacramento Mayor 
Kevin Johnson, the former NBA star and a friend and supporter of Obama’s. 
Walpin’s investigation exposed an apparent cover-up of sexual abuse 
accusations against Johnson, and he subsequently pressed for Johnson’s 
criminal prosecution.“ Walpin was fired before he could report his 
findings, and Johnson was offered a deal by the White House to avoid 
prosecution. The White House then began a smear campaign against 


Walpin 


128.Refusal to Punish Sebelius for Breaking the Law 


And, of course, when the buck stopped at Obama’s desk regarding the 
meting out of discipline for a cabinet member who broke the law, Obama 
opted to take no action at all. On February 25, 2012, Health and Human 
Services Secretary Kathleen Sebelius publicly endorsed Barack Obama for 
reelection during a taxpayer-funded event. Her political position wasn’t 
surprising, but, by making a partisan political remark at such an event in her 
official capacity as a member of the Cabinet, she was in violation of the 
Hatch Act of 1939. The Hatch Act prohibits federal employees from 
engaging in partisan political activity. 


Less than two months before the presidential election, the Office of 
Special Counsel (OSC) issued a report that found that Sebelius was indeed 


in violation of the Hatch Act. Matthew Boyle, an investigative reporter at 
The Daily Caller, said such a violation “normally results in the offender’s 
termination from government employment,” and suggested that the Obama 


White House was offering special treatment to Secretary Sebelius.° 


According to the OSC report, Sebelius was very much aware of the Hatch 
Act when she made her violation. 


Secretary Sebelius stated that she knew that the Hatch Act restricts 
political speech during official events. She was given written materials 
after her initial ethics briefing in 2009 (which included material on the 
Hatch Act), received trainings and updates at least once a year that 
included information about the Hatch Act, and received copies of 
Hatch Act reminders that HHS sent to employees via email. In addition, 
through her Chief of Staff, the Secretary received White House 
memoranda that discussed the Hatch Act. Secretary Sebelius stated that 
she knew at the time of the HRC appearance that when speaking in her 
official capacity she could not encourage attendees to vote for 
particular candidates. Subsequent to the HRC speech, the Secretary 
stated that she sought additional guidance regarding her obligations 
under the Hatch Act 


According to the OSC, “An employee who violates the Hatch Act shall be 
removed from their position, and funds appropriated for the position from 
which removed thereafter may not be used to pay the employee or 
individual.”&2 Of course, Obama never fired her for breaking the law. She 
resigned in 2014 soon after Obamacare’s open enrollment period ended. 
This was an opportunity for Obama to show that he had little tolerance for 
lapses in ethics — the sort of character he claimed to possess that George W. 
Bush did not — and he declined. 


129.The Pigford Scandal 


There’s one other way to use the power of government to give aid to your 
allies. You can make it easier for them to sup at the government money 
trough. Pigford v. Glickman was a 1997 lawsuit that alleged that the United 
States Department of Agriculture (USDA) had discriminated against 91 
African-American farmers by denying them loans. The farmers won the case 
and each were to be paid $50,000 from a judgement fund originally set at 
$120 million. Over time, the number claimants subsequently grew to the 
thousands. 


Fraudulent Pigford claims didn’t start under Obama, but he did 
everything in his power, starting from his days as a U.S. Senator, to use it to 
his advantage in what would become a huge taxpayer-funded vote-buying 


scheme costing billions.°° 


In 2010, the Obama administration increased the judgement fund another 
$1.15 billion, clearly expecting a huge influx of new filers, and potential 
votes that could be bought. The Obama administration was instrumental in 
expanding Pigford settlements to include Hispanic, Native American, and 
women farmers who claimed discrimination—groups he needed support 
from in order win reelection. 


With Obama and Attorney General Eric Holder managing the Pigford 
judgement fund, the number of discrimination claimants exploded even 
further, most not needing any evidence to make their claim or receive a 
payout. Boiled down, the Obama administration set up a system in 2012 
which allowed anyone (of the right ethnic group or gender, of course) to 
make a Pigford claim even if they’d never farmed before, or had no 
evidence of having been discriminated against by the government.°% 


The New York Times exposed evidence of all sorts of fraudulent claims, 
including multiple claims by the individual, claims on behalf of children, 
and claims made by people on behalf of the deceased. 


If that wasn’t bad enough, the Obama administration went so far as to 
remind thousands of people to submit their claims before time ran out.°2 
Thanks to the efforts of the Obama administration, the cost of Pigford 
payouts exploded to $4.4 billion,“ and all we got for it was another four 


years of Obama in the White House. 
130.Federal Energy Loan Scandal 


Where this government feeding trough really becomes problematic, 
though, is when it leads directly to incompetence or the mishandling of 
taxpayer funds simply because money was awarded based on political 
favoritism, rather than qualification or viability. And that brings us to the 
utter incompetence of the Obama administration. The next few entries will 
be dedicated to documenting the ineptitude of government service on 
Obama’s watch. We assure you, this will not be an exhaustive list since, if 
we were to attempt that, we would need to write an entirely new book on the 
subject. Let’s begin with Obama’s green economy. 


To propel us towards a “green energy” future, Obama used federal loans 
as carrots for development. The trouble was that those carrots were given 
out in a highly politicized process that produced abysmal results as a direct 
result of Obama’s meddling. The 2009 Stimulus earmarked $80 billion to be 
used for clean energy loans, grants, and tax credits. On October 31, 2012, 
previously undisclosed emails revealed that the White House pressured 
Department of Energy officials into approving many of these government 
loans. 


The emails, made public by the House Oversight and Government 
Reform Committee, showed personal involvement by President Barack 
Obama and Vice President Joe Biden. Obama had claimed, in a television 
interview less than a week earlier, that the decisions on the loans had been 
made by the Department of Energy, and were not influenced by politics. The 
emails also revealed that loan money was used to help Senator Harry Reid’s 
2010 reelection campaign. 


A May 2010 email shows that Reid requested a meeting with Jonathan 
Silver — the Obama bundler who resigned his post at DOE after the 
Solyndra bankruptcy — to discuss green energy projects in Nevada. 


Silver interpreted Reid’s request in light of the campaign. “Reid is 
constantly hit at home for not bringing in the federal dollars,” he 
wrote. Silver’s task, according to the DOE memo prepared for his 
meeting, was to assure Reid that “we anticipate a good number of 
projects to be approved in the coming months.” 

The House Oversight and Government Reform Committee notes that 
“throughout 2010 LPO emails indicate that projects in Nevada were 
prioritized because they were ‘high profile,’ ‘tied to larger events,’ or 
because they had Senator Reid’s support.” 


Officials at the Department of Energy were concerned that Obama’s 
personal involvement was putting taxpayer dollars at risk. Still, that didn’t 
stop Obama from repeatedly claiming that the process was not politicized. 
One lawsuit against the DOE, filed in January of 2013, alleges that, not only 
were these loans granted to donors of Obama and other Democrats, but the 
DOE transferred proprietary technology from these companies and handed it 
off to the Obama cronies who were awarded the loans. But, the loans 
weren’t just politicized; they were also extremely bad investments. At least 
fifty Obama-backed clean energy companies went bankrupt or found 
themselves in major financial trouble. One such company was Solyndra. 


Solyndra, a solar energy company, went bankrupt on September 6, 2011, 
and 1,100 workers were laid off. Solyndra received a $535 million DOE 
loan in 2009 that had been advocated by the White House, despite concerns 
by the DOE that the company was on track to go belly up.°%8 Why would the 
White House push for a loan of more than half a billion dollars to a start-up 
that DOE officials knew was heading towards bankruptcy? Solyndra 
employees were Democratic donors, and one of Solyndra’s largest investors, 
billionaire George Kaiser, had been a campaign fundraiser for Obama in 
2008.4 


Like so many other things, the Obama administration tried to blame the 


Bush Administration for the failed Solyndra loan.“ Solyndra had applied 


for government loans as early as 2007, but the Bush Administration actually 
denied their loan request two weeks before Obama took office. 


131.Stimulus Jobs Saved or Created in Phantom Districts 


But there’s more regarding the stimulus! Despite a weak economy still 
suffering from high unemployment, Obama argued that his 2009 Stimulus 
worked. Regularly referring to jobs “saved or created” by the stimulus, 
Obama painted a picture of himself as the man who single-handedly saved 
our economy. To help document the success of the stimulus, a government 
website, recovery.gov, was set up as part of the stimulus bill. This site 
tracked how and where the stimulus money was spent, and how many jobs 
were “saved or created.” 


There was, however, a major problem. The website was reporting on 
money spent and jobs “saved or created” in congressional districts that did 
not exist.“ According to Watchdog.org, there were 440 non-existent 
congressional districts that received $6.4 billion in stimulus funds, to “create 
or save” nearly 30,000 jobs.“ There were other problems with the website 
as well: According to recovery.gov, a single lawn mower purchased with 
stimulus funds to cut grass at an Arkansas cemetery “saved or created” fifty 
jobs. Really? 


Despite the absurdity of the data, the Obama administration had been 
using the recovery.gov stats to prove that the stimulus bill was a success. 
Stimulus recipients were blamed for input errors, but the site could have 
easily been designed to prevent inaccurate data from being inputted, a 


feature the Obama administration apparently didn’t think was necessary.~ 


There were also questions about how stimulus money recipients can know 
how many jobs were “saved or created” because of the money they received. 
Instead of being a beacon of government transparency, recovery.gov became 
a huge database of faulty data used by the White House to overstate the 
success of the stimulus bill. 


132. The OPM Hack 


The Office of Personnel Management (OPM) may sound like a 
government agency so dull that no one should care about it, but it is an 
agency every American should be aware of. OPM, as its name implies, is 
responsible for managing the personnel of the United States government but 
more importantly is also stores a great deal of highly sensitive, personal 
information on government employees and, in some cases, their families. 
This information is gathered and retained in order to provide the basis of 
employee security clearances. In short, what OPM has in its database is 
precisely the sort of information two different sorts of people would love to 


have: those who in engage in identity theft and those engaged in espionage 
against the United States. This information should be provided the highest 
possible security by our government. But this is the Obama administration 
and so, naturally, the information at OPM was hacked by Chinese 
operatives. 


In typical Obama administration fashion, when the story first broke in 
June of 2015, it was claimed that about four million people were affected 2 
A month after the story first broke, the figure had been revised upward to 
thirty-two million Americans whose personal information were stolen by 
China. 


How was the hack done? Surely it was the work of a specialized group of 
super-hackers who had to work desperately for years to crack our security, 
right? Wrong. OPM hired contractors to manage their security and some of 
the people working for the contractors were, incredibly, physically located 
within the borders of the People’s Republic of China! These contractors 
had access to every line of data in OPM’s system. All the Chinese 
government had to do - if they weren’t the actual contractors hired in the 


first place - was just ask their own citizens to give up the data. 


Naturally, Obama’s administration tried to claim that the hack was 
discovered during their aggressive and effective attempts to beef up cyber- 
security. Just as naturally, that claim was false. The reality is that the hack 
was only discovered by chance. No one yet knows precisely how long the 
hackers had access to our data, but it appears long enough for them to get 


everything they wanted. 


As it turns out, this hack wasn’t a surprise. As early as 2010, U.S. 
intelligence agencies were expressing concerns about OPM’s cyber-security. 
So much concern was, in fact, expressed that the intelligence agencies didn’t 
want their personnel records merged with those held by OPM, fearing that, 
if hackers could get into one part of the database, they could then use that 
ability to crack the security in other parts. Eventually, the merge of 
information was apparently carried out, in spite of security fears. Michael 
Adams, who spent decades working for U.S. Special Operations Command 
said, “Based on my understanding of U.S. government databases and 
networks, as well as recent conversations with U.S. government officials, I 
have high confidence that the agencies do not have a clear understanding of 
the architecture of their systems and how they’re interconnected.” In 
short, those who know believe that our government hasn’t a clue about 
cyber security. 


Given the nature of the hack and what it involves, it will be many long 
years before we, the American people, are fully advised of how bad it was. 


One thing we do know is that, already, victims of this hack are getting fake 


emails designed to fool them into giving up even more information.“ 


How does something like this happen? According to Paul Conway, who 
served as Chief of Staff of OPM during the Bush Administration, it was “a 
devastating example of the poor personnel judgment exercised by President 
Obama” in appointing Katherine Archuleta as OPM director. Archuleta, a 
political appointee, was grossly unqualified for the position. Archuleta, in 
turn, “ignored repeated written warnings from OPM Inspector General 
Patrick McFarland regarding the vulnerability to cyber attack of key 
personnel IT systems.” Archuleta was eventually forced to resign, but, 
according to Obama’s spokesman, she still had the confidence of the 


president. °° 


While Obama’s failures are manifold over his term of office, there is 
something particularly outrageous about this one. The victims of this hack 
are just average, everyday Americans trying to do their jobs. Obama put the 
wrong person in charge of the agency, and the direct result of that mistake 
was largest breach of government data in America’s history. 


133.Politicizing FOIA 


It’s now time to move beyond incompetence, beyond electioneering, and 
beyond cronyism. Now we enter the realm of the scandalous. The thing that 
separates scandalous behavior from other forms of government 
mismanagement and abuse is that the bad actor knows that what they’re 
doing is illegal, unethical, or inexcusable and does it anyway. There is an 
old joke that periodically makes the rounds on social media along the lines 
of: “Is he evil or incompetent? Why can’t he be both?” These next several 
entries confirm that Obama and his cronies in Washington are indeed both. 


The Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), as described by FOIA. gov, is a 
law that “gives you the right to access information from the federal 
government. It is often described as the law that keeps citizens in the know 
about their government.” The Obama administration clearly only wants their 
political allies “in the know” because its compliance with the law is highly 
politicized. According to documents obtained by PJ Media in 2011, “FOIA 
requests from liberals or politically connected civil rights groups are often 
given same day turn-around by the DOJ. But requests from conservatives or 
Republicans face long delays, if they are fulfilled at all." 


This trend of politicizing continued unabated into Obama’s second term. 
In 2013, it was revealed that Obama’s EPA was waiving FOIA fees for 
environmental groups, but not conservative groups.“ According to AP 
Washington Bureau Chief Sally Buzbee, the Obama administration uses 


FOIA requests “as a tip service to uncover what news organizations are 


pursuing. Requests are now routinely forwarded to political appointees. At 
the agency that oversees the new healthcare law, for example, political 
appointees now handle the FOIA requests.”®82 Even political appointees in 
the Department of Homeland Security were handling FOIA requests, 
according to an investigation by the House Committee on Oversight and 


Government Reform.22 


Obama claimed that he was committed to creating “an unprecedented 
level of openness” in government. Instead, we got an unprecedented level of 
partisanship in government, with selective “transparency” given only to 
those whom Obama considers political allies. 


134.Obama’s Scandal-plagued EPA 


There were many scandals in the Obama administration, but one agency 
that has been constantly plagued by scandal and abuse of power is the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), which became increasingly 
corrupt, politicized, thuggish and secretive under Obama. 


Obama’s EPA ruled, in December of 2009 (without any act of Congress), 
that carbon dioxide, the gas exhaled by human beings, was a pollutant that 
“may endanger public health or welfare,” and thus subject to government 
regulation.@! But this was just the beginning of Obama imposing his 
environmental agenda without congressional approval. After the 2010 
midterm elections, when Republicans took back the House of 
Representatives, Obama hinted, during a press conference, that he was 
willing to bypass the newly divided Congress to impose even more 


environmental regulations via the EPA. 


The Environmental Protection Agency’s philosophy of enforcement under 
Obama was described by Al Armendariz, a former EPA regional 
administrator, as “kind of like how the Romans used to conquer little 
villages in the Mediterranean: they’d go into little Turkish towns 
somewhere, they’d find the first five guys they’d run into, and they’d crucify 
them.” As Armendariz explained it, “That town was really easy to manage 
for the next few years.”*2 Armendariz also improperly colluded with left- 
wing activists to go after Range Resources, a Texas-based natural gas firm, 
for allegedly contaminating private water wells, despite there being no 
evidence. The EPA’s Office of Inspector General would later cover up the 
fact that the EPA had violated its own policies to protect Armendariz and 


the agency’s new oppressive tactics. 


Given this, it’s hardly surprising that, in November of 2012, after the 
presidential election, it was revealed that Obama’s EPA Administrator Lisa 
Jackson was illegally using several secret alias email accounts to conduct 
official business, in order to avoid potential exposure and scrutiny of the 


EPAs activities via FOIA requests“? One such email account used by 


Jackson to thwart transparency laws was for the fictional Richard Windsor. 
Jackson’s efforts into creating this fake identity for Richard Windsor were 
so extensive that EPA records indicated he was awarded certificates for 
completing various training courses required by the agency, and Windsor 
was even awarded the “scholar of ethical behavior” three years in a row 
from 2010 through 2012.%° Jackson announced her resignation soon after 
these allegations surfaced.” 


The scandals involving Obama’s EPA didn’t end there. In May of 2013, 
on the heels of the scandal involving the IRS illegally targeting conservative 
groups during the 2012 election cycle, it was also revealed that the 
Environmental Protection Agency was giving preferential treatment to 
environmental groups over conservative groups attempting to obtain 
government records under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA). 
According to the Competitive Enterprise Institute, of the 82 FOIA requests 
made by environmental groups, 92 percent, were granted fee waivers, while 
of the 26 requests made by conservative groups, 81 percent were rejected— 
effectively stopping the requests.&° As if that wasn’t enough, the EPA took 
a page out of the IRS’ playbook and illegally leaked the personal 
information of over 80,000 private farms and ranches to various left-wing 
environmental groups, which prompted a bipartisan group of senators to 
demand answers, not only about why this private information was released, 


but also why it had been collected in the first place. 


It’s clear, given the stained record of the EPA on Obama’s watch, that he 
has turned the Environmental Protection Agency into a device for enforcing 
his radical environmental agenda without congressional approval or 
oversight. 


135.Testing Deadly Pollutants on Americans 


One of the most shameful episodes in American history was the so-called 
Tuskegee Syphilis Study (1932-1972) where African-Americans, who 
thought they were getting free treatment for syphilis from the United States 
government, were actually left untreated so that doctors could study the 
natural progression of the disease“? The infamous study resulted in the 
establishment of the Office of Human Research Protections (OHRP) and 
new laws and regulations to protect people involved in studies involving 
human subjects. Unfortunately, protecting human subjects has since taken a 
back seat to Obama’s political agenda. This event stands as the icing on the 
poison cake that is the EPA under Obama. 


According to a report obtained by the Daily Caller on the Environmental 
Protection Agency’s particulate matter experiments, it was revealed that the 


EPA exposed people with health problems to particulate matter 50 times 
above what the EPA recommends as safe, and did this without fully 
informing all the participants of what they were being exposed to and the 
possible risks involved. As the EPA director put it in 2011, “particulate 
matter causes premature death. It doesn’t make you sick. It’s directly causal 
to dying sooner than you should.” Despite this, Obama’s EPA sought out 
Americans with underlying health problems and lured them into the 
experiments with promises of payment. In addition to particulate matter, 
subjects were exposed to diesel exhaust and ozone. This gross 
irresponsibility on the part of the EPA is just astounding. 


So, why would the Obama administration deliberately expose American 
citizens to substances they knew could kill them? They sought to justify 
more stringent clean air regulations, as the EPA has long asserted that 


particulate matter is deadly. 


To complete the horror of the Obama administration’s actions, Obama’s 
EPA defended the study by claiming “the exposure risk for healthy 
individuals is minimal.”“ Even if this didn’t contradict previous statements 
made by the EPA, the people being used as test subjects were not healthy 
individuals. Apparently, the risk of death by particulate matter depends on 
the political convenience of the Obama administration, which sees nothing 
wrong with using American citizens as expendable guinea pigs to advance 
its agenda. 


136.The Veterans Affairs Scandal 


There is no one in America who is owed more than our veterans, 
especially those who have been injured in connection with their service. 
Obama promised to end the horrendous backlog in Veteran’s Administration 
benefit claims (some claims can languish for years without resolution) and 
promised that he would be a President who would fight for veterans, “every 
hour of every day.” 


Unfortunately, the backlog of VA claims has increased massively on 
Obama’s watch, with unprocessed claims often exceeding 900,000, and 
around two-thirds of all claims backed up more than 125 days.“ The length 
of time for claims to be processed was an average 272 days in 2013, up 40 
percent from 2011.2 The number of veterans who die waiting for care and 
benefits has also skyrocketed on Obama’s watch. The surge in claims 
resulting from aged Vietnam veterans, and the wars in Afghanistan and Iraq 
have gone unaddressed by the Obama administration. 


It wasn’t until April of 2014, when it was revealed that as many as 40 
veterans in a VA hospital in Arizona had died while spending a long period 


on a hidden waiting list, that this issue started to gain the attention it 
deserved. Senior officials at the hospital deliberately tried to hide the fact 
that veterans were waiting long periods for care and that as many as 1,600 
veterans were kept waiting for months for an appointment. Outraged, several 
Senators called for a full investigation into the fraud and mismanagement 
(and the resulting deaths) plaguing Veterans Affairs Hospitals.” 
Whistleblowers have since come forward alleging similar problems and 
deceptions at no less than seven other VA hospitals around the country.22 
Sadly, though not unexpectedly, Obama’s Justice Department showed no 
interest in launching their own investigation. Instead, whistleblowers have 


found themselves targets of retaliation by the agency.” 


In response to the growing scandal, the Obama administration went into 
damage control mode with the resignation of a top Veterans Affairs official, 
Under Secretary for Health Robert Petzel. But it was an empty gesture, 
considering Petzel planned to retire in 2014 anyway. Even more insulting is 
that Obama’s pick to replace Petzel, Dr. Jeffrey Murawsky, managed a VA 
hospital in Chicago that, at the time of this writing, is under investigation for 


keeping secret lists to conceal wait times for veterans seeking health care? 


Like with other scandals that have plagued his presidency, the White 
House claimed Obama was unaware of the problems in the Department of 
Veterans Affairs, allegedly learning about them “on the news” when the 
scandal exploded in May 2014.24 But the truth is that, after winning his first 
election, Veterans Affairs officials informed his transition team of the 
problems in the department with veterans seeking care.“* Obama had ample 
opportunity to work out a plan to improve the care of our veterans. But 
instead of making things better, as he pledged to do during his campaign, he 
moved on to his real priorities, yielding no action on behalf of veterans in 
need. According to an internal Veterans Affairs report, released in July 
2015, nearly three years after the scandal broke, 238,647 veterans waiting 
for VA healthcare had died before receiving treatment.2% This is far worse 
than a broken promise, this is a national disgrace, and a complete betrayal of 
the men and women who volunteered to serve our country. 


137.Operation Fast and Furious 


Project Gunrunner was a project of the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 
Firearms and Explosives (ATF) designed to track and interrupt the flow of 
American firearms to Mexican drug cartels. Operations began under the 
Bush Administration and were continued under the Obama administration. 
Operation Fast and Furious (2009-2011) was the largest gunwalking 
operation under the project, delivering roughly 2,000 firearms across the 
border. But, the operation was seriously compromised; the ATF lost track of 


hundreds of firearms, and an unknown number of these firearms would later 
be linked to various crimes, including the murder of U.S. Border Patrol 
Agent, Brian Terry.22 The Mexican government claims that at least one 
hundred and fifty Mexicans have been killed or wounded with “Fast and 
Furious” weapons and that not a single cartel leader has been caught using 
one. 


Naturally, the Obama administration tried to cover it up. They even tried 
blaming President Bush for the operation, even though Operation Fast and 
Furious started nine months into Obama’s term.” Attorney General Eric 
Holder even claimed to have no knowledge of the operation. When a 
congressional investigation took place, Obama asserted executive privilege 
and refused to provide any documents about it, resulting in an historic vote 
by Congress to hold the Attorney General in contempt, which passed with 


bipartisan support 22 


The first congressional report on the investigation released in July of 2012 
faulted five ATF employees for the botched operation.“! The Justice 
Department claimed vindication; but a second report, released at the end of 
October, found several failures of the Justice Department as well. A third 
report on the Justice Department’s obstruction of the investigation has yet to 


be completed. 


Over a hundred people, including Border Patrol Agent Brian Terry, were 
murdered with firearms provided by the U.S. Government. Obama and 
Holder have not only lied about the operation, but have done whatever they 
can to stonewall the investigation. So much for transparency. 


138.The IRS Scandal and Cover-Up 


On May 10, 2013, the former Director of the IRS Exempt Organizations 
division, Lois Lerner, revealed, during an American Bar Association 
meeting, that Tea Party and other conservative groups had been improperly 
scrutinized by the IRS between 2010 and 2012.4 Ms. Lerner did this 
hoping to control the narrative about the brewing scandal (an Inspector 
General report on the matter was about to be made public) but outrage 
immediately followed. A huge scandal was now born. 


The Obama administration was forced into damage control mode, and 
quickly blamed rogue “low-level” employees in one office for targeting the 
conservative groups. But, it was later revealed that twelve different IRS 
offices across the country had targeted conservative groups in the two-year 
period leading up to the 2012 election. There was also evidence of White 
House involvement. One IRS employee testified that the directive to target 
Tea Party groups came from Washington, D.C.2° Proof of this came in May 


of 2014, following the release of IRS documents pursuant to a FOJA request 
by Judicial Watch. These documents showed that the DC headquarters of the 
IRS orchestrated the crackdown on Tea Party groups. The documents also 
showed that top IRS officials were strongly urged by Democrat Senator Carl 


Levin to go after the Tea Party.2° 


Some IRS employees even said that they believed that Obama wanted a 
crackdown on Tea Party groups“! IRS Commissioner Douglas Shulman 
was at the White House at least 157 times while the IRS targeting was 
ongoing. That’s more visits than any of Obama’s Cabinet members.“ 
Emails obtained by the House Oversight and Government Reform 
Committee also revealed that the IRS exchanged confidential taxpayer 


information with the White House in 2012.2 


According to the Treasury Department’s Inspector General, two hundred 
ninety-two Tea Party groups were targeted by the IRS, compared with only 
6 liberal groups that were similarly scrutinized.2° But none of those liberal 
groups were given the same scrutiny as any Tea Party group.2! According 
to the House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, ten percent 
of Tea Party donors were audited by the IRS—ten times higher than the 
average annual rate of Americans who are audited.“ Two pro-life nonprofit 
groups were also denied tax-exempt status by the IRS. One of these groups, 
the Coalition for Life of Iowa, was told by an IRS agent that their 
application would only be approved if they signed a letter promising not to 
protest outside of Planned Parenthood, the nation’s largest abortion provider 
which endorsed Obama both in 2008 and 2012.47 


It appears that the IRS didn’t just target conservative groups, but also 
private individuals who had been critical of Obama, GOP candidates, and 
Romney donors. Some examples include: 


*Businessman and Romney SuperPAC donor Frank VanderSloot was 
audited twice by the IRS after appearing on the Obama reelection 
campaign “enemies list.” 

There was a suspicious audit of Eric Bolling, co-host of the Fox News 
Channel’s The Five.“ 


°A major Romney fundraiser and her extended family were subjected 
to audits that, according to the agent, were the result of an 
“administration directive.” 2% 

*Former GOP Senate candidate Christine O’Donnell’s private tax 
records were reportedly leaked.2/ 


*Renowned neurosurgeon Dr. Ben Carson was audited after giving a 


speech critical of Obama while Obama was in attendance.28 The White 
House had demanded an apology from Dr. Carson for offending the 
president, but he refused.22 


As a result of congressional hearings, it was also discovered that the IRS 
covered up the scandal until after the 2012 election. When Barack Obama 
was asked about when he knew about it, he dodged the question“? An 
analysis by the American Enterprise Institute suggests that the IRS’s actions 


may have influenced the results of the election 


The Department of Justice promised their own investigation into the 
scandal. However, a year and a half later, Congress had not yet been briefed 
on the progress, and groups victimized by the IRS had not yet been 
interviewed—hardly surprising, considering that Barbara Bosserman, an 
Obama donor, had been secretly chosen by the Obama administration to lead 
the investigation. In an additional attempt to delay the investigation, 
Congressional Democrats demanded an investigation of the IRS Inspector 


General who had discovered the illegal activity“ 


Jay Sekulow, chief counsel of the American Center for Law and Justice 
(ACLJ), said the appointment of Bosserman was disturbing, and “puts 
politics right in the middle of what is supposed to be an independent 
investigation to determine who is responsible for the Obama 
administration’s unlawful targeting of conservative and tea party groups.” 
Of course, the Obama donor’s sham investigation allegedly found no 
criminal activity by the IRS. The widespread targeting of conservative 
groups was instead absurdly blamed on “a mismanaged bureaucracy 
enforcing rules about tax-exemption applications it didn’t understand,” and 
announced, on January 13, 2014, that no criminal charges were expected to 
be filed 


The Obama administration clearly has no interest in holding anyone 
accountable. In fact, they were so undeterred by the scandal that they not 
only felt they could hire an Obama partisan to run the investigation, but the 
IRS continued using similar tactics to target conservatives and conservative 
groups several months after the scandal: 


*In November of 2013, a cancer patient, interviewed on Fox News 
about the cancellation of his health insurance policy due to Obamacare, 
was informed, soon after his appearance, that he was being audited.“° 


*During the Thanksgiving recess in 2013, the Obama administration 
quietly introduced new IRS rules governing nonprofits that many agree 
were designed to silence Tea Party groups before the 2014 midterm 


elections.“ 


*In January of 2014, the New York Times revealed that the IRS was 
reviewing the activities of Friends of Abe, the entertainment industry’s 
only conservative group. The group’s application for tax-exempt status 
had been under review for two years, and at one point, the IRS 
demanded access to the group’s membership list, which is not normally 


required, according to tax experts.48 


Naturally, Obama told Fox News’ Bill O’Reilly that the scandal had “not 
even a smidgen of corruption.”22 


On March 11, 2014, the House Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform issued a report indicating that Lois Lerner not only “created 
unprecedented roadblocks for Tea Party organizations” but that she had 
worked to advance Obama administration desires to curtail the activities of 
organizations critical of the President. According to emails obtained during 
the investigation, it was also clear that she gave false statements to the 
House Oversight committee during their investigation.22 Emails uncovered 
during the investigation showed that Lerner gave confidential tax 
information on the anti-voter fraud group True The Vote to Democratic 
Congressman Elijah Cummings (the ranking Democrat on the House Ethics 
Committee, which is responsible for investigating the IRS), and that she 
colluded with Obama’s Justice Department regarding possible prosecution 
of conservative tax-exempt groups.~ Lemer’s refusal to testify resulted in 


the House of Representatives voting to hold her in contempt. 


Then, in June of 2014, it was discovered that the IRS had “lost” two 
years’ worth of Lerner’s and other IRS officials’ emails.42 While the IRS 
blamed a crash of Lerner’s hard drive for the lost emails, IRS regulations 
required Lerner to keep printed copies of her emails; and the IRS is now 
being as obscure as possible as to whether or not Lerner followed the rules 
on this matter.44 The IRS also cancelled a contract with an email-storage 
contractor a few weeks after the potentially damaging emails were “lost.”2> 


Despite all the evidence of illegal activity, and the blatant attempts to 
cover up the scandal with a phony internal investigation, all the evidence 
pointing to a large, tangled web of corruption, cover-ups, and abuse of 
power, Obama and his allies in the media have repeatedly tried to label this 
a phony scandal. But the fact that the very heavy hand of the IRS has been 
used to harass and oppress Obama critics is downright frightening. What 
sort of America does Obama want? We don’t want to find out. 


Civil Liberties 


If there was one place — one small slice of Obama’s campaign agenda — 
where progressives and libertarians could find common cause in 2008, it 
was their common concerns regarding the decline of civil liberties under the 
George W. Bush administration. Republicans, under Bush, pushed for and 
passed the Patriot Act, a law that seriously increased the power of the 
executive branch and began the modern era of government spying and data 
mining. They engaged in some actions with suspected terrorists that made 
even Bush’s staunchest supporters nervous: enhanced interrogation 
techniques, indefinite detention of potential combatants, broader 
wiretapping efforts, and the like. Bush asserted executive privilege to protect 
an ally of his from an investigation. The consensus in the media and among 
leftwing politicos was that Republicans in the Bush administration were 
doing enormous harm to our civil liberties in order to expand the power of 
the executive branch. 


Obama campaigned as a Constitutional scholar who was alarmed at the 
overreach of Bush and his Republican allies. He painted himself as someone 
who would fiercely defend the Bill of Rights, roll back executive overreach, 
and return Washington to the sense of balance we felt that it had in the 
1990s. His campaign was, to our chagrin, one big fantasy. 


The Obama we got instead launched a full-on assault on the first, second, 
fourth, and tenth amendments, massively expanded the power of the 
executive branch, governed from the top down, and guaranteed that 
Washington would remain completely divided and dysfunctional. The real 
Obama was a scholar of the Constitution insomuch as he learned the best 
ways to warp it to suit his agenda. He expanded the abuses of the Bush 
administration against terrorism targets and extended them to American 
citizens. He criminalized his political opponents without good cause. In 
short, he ruled like a tyrant. And few seemed to notice. 


We noticed. 


This chapter is dedicated to our once-proud defense of civil liberties and 
to Obama’s total failure to uphold them. 


139.Punishing Anti-Islamic Speech 


Is our right to free speech in jeopardy? Perhaps you should ask Nakoula 
Basseley Nakoula, the man behind the anti-Islamic video that the Obama 
administration tried to blame for inciting the attack on the U.S. consulate in 
Benghazi. 


While it is now clear that the Obama administration knew al Qaeda was 


connected to the attacks early on, they made a strong effort to blame 
Nakoula’s little-seen YouTube video “Innocence of Muslims” for inciting 
the violence. On September 12, 2012, Egyptian President Mohamed Morsi 
called on the U.S. government to arrest Nakoula. Three days later, he was 
brought in for questioning by federal authorities. He was arrested on 
September 28, 2012, for allegedly violating the conditions of his 


probation.2~ 


Nakoula’s arrest caused alarm for some who believe Nakoula was 
unfairly targeted so that the Obama administration could make an example 
of him. 


“As someone who has had clients accused of violating conditions of 
probation, this is not standard operating procedure for these 
violations. It is relatively rare to see people incarcerated on relatively 
minor violations,” said George Washington University law professor 
John Turley. 

“There were great suspicions raised by the speed and intensity of 
investigation of the filmmaker. Many people viewed it as something of a 
pretext investigation,” he said. “It seemed obvious to many of us that 
the administration wanted a picture of this man being handcuffed and 
put in the back of a cruiser so it would play around the world and in 
the Arab street. ’”°28 


The day after Obama was reelected, after spending months in jail without 
due process in violation of the Fifth Amendment to the Constitution, 
Nakoula was sentenced to spend a year in jail° Those actually responsible 
for the attack on the consulate that killed four Americans have yet to be 
brought to justice. 


140.The Gibson Guitar Raid 


On August 24, 2011, armed federal agents raided the Gibson Guitar 
headquarters in Tennessee. They shut down production, sent employees 
home, and confiscated wood. Gibson was accused of illegally importing 
woods from India, but Gibson had not violated any American law. The 
Department of Justice was enforcing the laws of India, even though the 
Indian government approved the exports. According to Gibson, the 
government of India did not support or consent to the actions of the Justice 
Department.22 


Gibson had fully complied with foreign laws, and the wood seized by the 
government conformed with industry-recognized, independent standards for 
“responsible management of the world’s forests.”2! But that didn’t stop the 
Obama administration from going after Gibson. 


If the Justice Department’s use of foreign laws to pressure and extort 
money from American businesses that have not broken any American laws 
isn’t disturbing enough, there is evidence that the raid was politically 
motivated. Both C.F. Martin Guitars and Fender use wood from the same 
source as Gibson, but neither has been raided by the government, or forced 
to pay any fines. Martin and Fender both contribute money to Democrats. 


Gibson’s CEO is a Republican donor.2? 


Regardless of the motive, the raid on Gibson fits a pattern of the Obama 
administration being openly hostile to non-union companies, or union 
companies that have moved their operations to right-to-work states. 2 In 
fact, Seattle’s largest employer, Boeing, nearly lost an opportunity to expand 
into South Carolina — a right to work state — when the National Labor 
Relations Board voted to disallow the company’s deal to construct a $2 
billion manufacturing plant in the state. Obama’s appointees to the NLRB 
were the difference in the vote. 


In 2012, Gibson settled its case with the federal government for $300,000. 
This amounted to a forfeiture of $262,000 in seized wood and $50,000 in the 


form of a donation to promote the conservation of protected tree species.24 


The wood was eventually returned to Gibson, who in turn made it into 
Government Series II Les Paul special edition guitars in a glorious act of 
defiance of the Obama administration.2@ Nevertheless, for breaking no laws 
and for having their fourth amendment rights violated, Gibson had the 
luxury of a lengthy legal battle and the loss of $50,000, shaken down to 
promote a left-wing cause. The moral of this story: be a conservative 


business owner at your own risk. 
141.Indefinite Detentions of American Citizens 


But let’s spend some time analyzing Obama’s management of the war on 
terror from the perspective of civil liberties. As a candidate, Obama spoke 
out against not just the indefinite detention of American citizens, but even 
against the indefinite detention of foreigners caught supporting terrorist 
groups. Obama promised that he would “restore” habeas corpus, the 
provision in American law that no one may be detained by the government 
without being formally charged with a crime. The election of Obama to 
the Presidency was to be an end to the allegedly unconstitutional acts of 
President Bush. And, so, one would think that, when a federal judge ruled 
the provision for indefinite detention in the National Defense Authorization 
Act (NDAA) to be unconstitutional, that would be the end of it. 2 Not 
quite. 


As soon as that federal judge had ruled that indefinite detention was out 
of the NDAA, Obama administration attorneys filed for an emergency stay 


on the order, and got it.“ That they got the order is no surprise: the courts 


are usually willing to give a lot of leeway on national security matters to the 
Executive branch, at least until a final ruling has been made. What is 
shocking is that Obama would seek an emergency stay on the order 
throwing out indefinite detention of American citizens. What does he want 
that power for when he campaigned against such tactics as a violation of the 
civil liberties of suspected terrorists? 


142.Increase in Electronic Government Spying 


Obama, like many Democrats, was a loud and vocal opponent of the Bush 
Administration’s efforts to intercept communications between persons 
inside the United States and suspected terrorists overseas. According to 
them, this was a sinister attempt to eavesdrop on American citizens at 
random, and thus a gross violation of civil liberties. Alas, once Obama 
became president, he started to sing a different tune. 


In 2010, the New York Times reported that the Obama administration 
wanted to make it easier for the government to monitor domestic internet 
communications2@ According to the American Civil Liberties Union 
(ACLU), there has been a 64 percent growth in electronic spying by the 


United States government since Obama took office in 2009.2 


In September of 2012, the Obama administration argued in federal court 
that the public has no “reasonable expectation of privacy” in cellphone 
location data, and that the government can obtain these records, which can 
detail a person’s movements as recorded by wireless carriers, without a 


warrant, 


Further blemishing Obama’s record on civil liberties, his Administration 
green-lighted a giant government database of information on millions of 
citizens, even ones not suspected of terrorism or any crime at all. The Wall 
Street Journal first reported on this in December 2012: 


Top U.S. intelligence officials gathered in the White House Situation 
Room in March to debate a controversial proposal. Counterterrorism 
officials wanted to create a government dragnet, sweeping up millions 
of records about U.S. citizens—even people suspected of no crime. 


Not everyone was on board. “This is a sea change in the way that the 
government interacts with the general public,” Mary Ellen Callahan, 
chief privacy officer of the Department of Homeland Security, argued 


in the meeting, according to people familiar with the discussions. 


A week later, the attorney general signed the changes into effect. 


Why does Obama want to make it easier to read your email, or listen to 
your phone calls? For someone who once taught Constitutional law, he 
seems to be awfully ignorant of the Fourth Amendment. 


143.Monitoring Credit Card Transactions 


Every time you use your credit card, the Obama administration knows 
about it. According to documents obtained by Judicial Watch in 2013 via a 
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request, the Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau “has spent millions of dollars for the warrantless 
collection and analysis of Americans’ financial transactions.”22 


The Consumer Financial Protection Bureau (CFPB) was formed in 2011, 
as authorized by the Dodd—Frank Wall Street Reform and Consumer 
Protection Act of 2010. It was supposed to protect consumers from 
predatory lending practices, but, instead, it’s following in the footsteps of 
Obama’s National Security Agency, and is treating all Americans like 
criminals without due process. According to a (CFPB) strategy document, 
the agency’s goal is to monitor 80 percent of all credit card transactions— 
about 42 billion transactions a year, as well as 95 percent of mortgage 
transactions. But this never was the intention of the Dodd-Frank Act— 
which specifically prohibits the CFPB from collecting personally 


identifiable financial information on consumers.24 


Given Obama’s poor record on civil liberties, it’s not surprising that an 
agency created for consumer protection actually became another agency of 
surveillance. Making this financial data mining even worse is the fact that 
Obama’s CFPB Director, Richard Cordray, could not guarantee that the data 
being collected by the government was secure from fraud. The CFPB 
expects to collect 51 terabytes of financial information on the American 
people, or enough to fill up 50 public libraries, by 2017. Included in this 
data trove will be information on personal FICO credit scores, credit 
balances, and borrowers’ income and payment history. Of course, this is 
for our “protection.” How exactly does the government monitoring our 
credit card transactions “protect” us? 


144.Data Mining the American People 


Even if you weren’t an Obama supporter in 2012, depending on your 
online activity, you may have been flagged by his campaign as a potential 
voter, and unwittingly provided them with personal data. According to 
Politico in March of 2012: 


Obama for America has already invested millions of dollars in 
sophisticated Internet messaging, marketing and fundraising efforts 
that rely on personal data sometimes offered up voluntarily — like 


posts on a Facebook page— but sometimes not. 


And according to a campaign official and former Obama staffer, the 
campaign’s Chicago-based headquarters has built a centralized digital 


database of information about millions of potential Obama voters.22 


There was enough concern about this data-mining operation that Obama’s 
campaign data director had to pen an op-ed denying any Orwellian 
intentions. Ironically, Obama was doing this while talking up the need to 
protect the privacy of the American people on the internet. He is clearly 


more interested in protecting his power than your privacy. 
145.The NSA Scandal 


As a U.S. Senator, Barack Obama was a critic of domestic surveillance, 
and even worked to pass legislation which would have seriously reigned in 
the power of the government to collect data on the American people without 
a specific reason. His position on domestic surveillance did not change 
during his first campaign for president—he vowed to fight such things as a 
renewal of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act (FISA).2 But, once 
Obama reached the White House, his position “evolved” like it had for 
many other issues. Under President Obama, Bush-era programs to intercept 
intelligence about foreign enemies of the United States “evolved” into a 
massive data collection free-for-all which scoops up masses of information 
from just about everybody—without cause or a warrant. 


In April 2013, a top secret FISA court order was made forcing Verizon to 
provide the National Security Agency (NSA) information on all calls on its 
systems. Not just calls between the United States and other countries, but 
domestic calls as well. The details of the secret order were leaked by former 
NSA contractor Edward Snowden and revealed by The Guardian in June 
2013—a month after the IRS scandal broke! Sources familiar with the 
NSA’s operations told the Wall Street Journal that other telecom companies 


and internet service providers were also covered by the program. 


The surveillance program, called PRISM, was created in 2007, but 
experienced “exponential growth” under Obama, according to the 
Washington Post. This expansion changed surveillance practices “away 
from individual suspicion in favor of systematic, mass collection 
techniques.”“? Under the expanded PRISM program, the NSA and FBI 
were “tapping directly into the central servers” of Microsoft, Yahoo, 
Google, Facebook, PalTalk, AOL, Skype, YouTube, and Apple, “extracting 
audio and video chats, photographs, e-mails, documents, and connection 
logs that enable analysts to track foreign targets.” 


Even the New York Times editorial board couldn’t hold back criticism of 


Obama: 


The government can easily collect phone records (including the actual 
content of those calls) on “known or suspected terrorists” without 
logging every call made. In fact, the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Act was expanded in 2008 for that very purpose. 


Essentially, the administration is saying that without any individual 
suspicion of wrongdoing, the government is allowed to know whom 
Americans are calling every time they make a phone call, for how long 
they talk and from where. 

This sort of tracking can reveal a lot of personal and intimate 
information about an individual. To casually permit this surveillance — 
with the American public having no idea that the executive branch is 
now exercising this power — fundamentally shifts power between the 
individual and the state, and it repudiates constitutional principles 


governing search, seizure and privacy.7® 


The Obama administration continued to defend the expanded program as 
a crucial tool in the fight against terrorism, though they could not cite a 
single instance where an imminent terrorist attack was prevented because of 
it. A federal judge ruled, in December of 2013, that the bulk collection of 
Americans’ phone records was indeed a violation of the Constitution— 
though his ruling was stayed pending an appeal by the Obama 


administration. 2 


As Obama went from being a critic of domestic surveillance to becoming 
its most powerful advocate, our country ceased to look like the America 
envisioned by the Founding Fathers and became much more like China or 
Soviet Russia. 


146.Proposing Government Monitors in Newsrooms 


The next issue at hand is Obama’s view on the value of our freedom of 
the press. It seems that, in Obama’s America, the free press is only free to 
think like he does. Not content with the fact that nearly all of the mainstream 
media has been on their side, the Obama administration has made many 
efforts to ensure that their actions and policies are only viewed in the most 
favorable light. For instance, the Obama administration tried “very hard” to 
discourage Fox News from reporting extensively on the Benghazi attack in 
2012.4! The threat wasn’t enough to stop the network from investigating 
and reporting on it, but the Obama administration didn’t stop trying. 


Less than a year later, a new FCC program called “Multi-Market Study of 
Critical Information Needs” (or CIN, for short) was proposed. This program 
would involve placing FCC agents in America’s newsrooms to determine 


how stories were selected, whether there was bias in reporting, and whether 
“critical information needs” were being met.48 And the FCC was not 
planning on just monitoring broadcast news, but also placing agents in print 
media outlets—over which the FCC has no regulatory authority. 


The clear intent of CIN is to intimidate the news media. The FCC controls 
the licensing of broadcast media, and placing FCC agents to monitor the 
America’s newsrooms would put immense pressure on the media to report 
news as the government wishes, or risk losing their FCC license. After the 
existence of the proposed program was exposed by Ajit Pai, one of the 
FCC’s five commissioners, in February 2014, immediate outrage caused the 
FCC to back down... for now. 


147.Threatening Journalists for Bad Press 


In 2013, when the so-called sequestration budget “cuts” were looming, 
Barack Obama tried to blame the cuts on Republicans. He’d been playing 
the blame game for months. It was during his third presidential debate with 
Mitt Romney that Obama first claimed it was not his idea, but that Congress 
had proposed sequestration. 


Not so, according to legendary journalist Bob Woodward, who pointed 
out, both in his book, The Price of Politics and in an opinion piece in the 
Washington Post, that automatic spending cuts were proposed by the White 


House and personally approved and signed into law by Obama.7 


Less than a week after that piece was published, Woodward revealed, 
during an appearance on CNN, that a senior White House official warned 
him that he would “regret” criticizing Obama for his true role in the genesis 


of the sequester. 


Soon after Woodward’s story came to light, other journalists started 
coming forward with similar stories about threats and abusive treatment 
they’d received for merely asking tough questions of members of the 
Administration, or for unflattering coverage. 


The New York Post’s Maureen Callahan spoke with several reporters. 
David Brody, the chief correspondent for CBN News told her, “I can tell you 
categorically that there’s always been, right from the get-go of this 
administration, an overzealous sensitivity to any push-back from any media 
outlet.” Liberal journalist Jonathan Alter also said he’d been subject to 
similar abusive treatment from the Obama administration for writing 
something they didn’t like. A young female reporter was called crude names 
in an email for merely asking important questions of an Obama Cabinet 


Secretary. 


Ron Fournier, editor-in-chief of the National Journal, also came forward, 


“T received several e-mails and telephone calls from this White House 
official filled with vulgarity, abusive language, and virtually the same phrase 
that Woodward called a veiled threat.”23 


Washington Times columnist Lanny Davis, a centrist Democrat and 
Obama supporter, was threatened with having his access to White House 


officials limited for being critical of the administration’s policies. 


This kind of thuggery from the White House, which flies in the face of 
our First Amendment rights to freedom of the press, has been standard 
operating procedure in the Obama administration. 


148.Assault on Free Press 


When Barack Obama took office, he promised that his administration 
would create “an unprecedented level of openness in government.”2° What 
we got instead was what New York Times public editor Margaret Sullivan 
described as “unprecedented secrecy and unprecedented attacks on a free 
press.”2 According to Sullivan, the ability of the press to report freely on 
its government is “under siege,” by the Obama administration. 


In May of 2013, the Associated Press revealed that Obama’s Justice 
Department had secretly obtained two months of phone records of AP 
reporters and editors. AP President and CEO Gary Pruitt said, “There can be 
no possible justification for such an overbroad collection of the telephone 
communications of The Associated Press and its reporters. These records 
potentially reveal communications with confidential sources across all of the 
newsgathering activities undertaken by the AP during a two-month period, 
provide a road map to AP’s newsgathering operations and disclose 
information about AP’s activities and operations that the government has no 
conceivable right to know.” The Obama administration wouldn’t say why 
it had been secretly and illegally obtaining the records, but it may have been 
connected to a government investigation into the source for an AP story of a 
foiled terror plot As a result, longtime sources stopped talking to the 


Associated Press and other news organizations. 


Soon after the AP phone records story broke, the Washington Post 
reported that, in 2010, the Justice Department had secretly obtained Fox 
News reporter James Rosen’s phone records, tracked his movements, and 
read his emails while investigating possible leaks of classified information 
to Rosen for an article on North Korea’s nuclear program published in 2009. 
The Justice Department justified their actions by labeling Rosen a “co- 
conspirator” with Stephen Jin-Woo Kim, a State Department contractor, 
who was charged with violating the Espionage Act of 1917 for leaking the 


information to Rosen.2 The secret warrant was approved by Attorne 
pp y 'y 


General Eric Holder 


According to Michael Barone, senior political analyst for the Washington 
Examiner, “Presidents and attorneys general of both parties have been 
reluctant to use the Espionage Act when secret information has been leaked 
to the press because they have recognized that it is overbroad.” But not 
Barack Obama and Eric Holder. “They have used the Espionage Act of 1917 
six times to bring cases against government officials for leaks to the media - 
- twice as many as all of their predecessors combined.’= 


A report by the Committee to Protect Journalists, a nonprofit organization 
that promotes press freedom worldwide, was highly critical of Obama’s 
aggressive and unprecedented attacks on the free press. “In the Obama 
administration’s Washington, government officials are increasingly afraid to 
talk to the press. Those suspected of discussing, with reporters, anything that 
the government has classified as secret are subject to investigation, 
including lie-detector tests and scrutiny of their telephone and e-mail 
records,” the report says* Longtime New York Times reporter David 
Sanger called the Obama administration, “the most closed, control freak 
administration I’ve ever covered.”&4 


149.The So-Called “People’s Rights Amendment” 


The ultimate endpoint for Obama’s policy toward the First Amendment, 
and especially toward freedom of the press and of speech, is a radical shift 
in the way we perceive the first amendment. He wants the Constitution, 
through its amendments, to define protected speech as coming from an 
individual only. Many countries don’t have free speech, freedom of the 
press, freedom of assembly, or freedom to petition, but these freedoms are 
fundamental American values. Barack Obama wants to eradicate these 
freedoms and replace them with a carefully defined, limited freedom only to 
speak as an individual. 


This is no conspiracy theory. David Axelrod, Obama’s top political 
adviser, promised that, in a second term, the Obama administration “will use 
whatever tools are out there, including a constitutional amendment” to 
overturn the landmark Supreme Court case, Citizens United vs. Federal 
Election Commission The Court held that the First Amendment prohibits 
the government from restricting the political spending of corporations and 
unions£“ The “fix” to this problem is the so-called People’s Rights 
Amendment, which explicitly declares that the First Amendment does not 
apply to “corporations, limited liability companies or other corporate entities 
established by the laws of any state, the United States, or any foreign state,” 
and enables Congress and the states to regulate the free speech of those 
entities. Such entities include newspapers, magazines, television networks, 


even churches, but, notably, do not include labor unions. According to 
UCLA law professor and law blogger Eugene Volokh: 


If the People’s Rights Amendment were enacted, Congress would have 
an entirely free hand to censor what is published in newspapers 
organized as corporations, what is published by book publishers 
organized as corporations, what is created by movie studios that are 
organized as corporations, what is distributed by music companies that 


are organized as corporations, and so on>~ 


That doesn’t sound like something that would (or should) happen in “the 
land of the free,” does it? But, this remains the fevered dream of the far left, 
including Obama, even now. 


150.Assault on Religious Freedom 


But what of the final freedom explicitly enumerated by the first 
amendment: the freedom of religious expression? Under Obama, you’d 
better hope that your religion aligns well with his domestic agenda. And 
even if it does line up most of the time, you’d better learn from the example 
of the Catholic Church should you stray even a little. 


The Catholic Church has long held the position that access to healthcare 
should be available to everyone. This is in keeping with Catholic teaching, 
which holds that access to healthcare is so fundamental to human life that it 
cannot be denied due to inability to pay or other factors. So, many Catholics 
initially did support Obamacare. 


But, when the healthcare law was passed, it was found to have provisions 
that would require institutions such as Catholic schools and hospitals to 
provide birth control and abortion services to their employees—in direct 
violation of Church teaching. Obama held that these mandates were required 
because things like birth control and abortion are “basic” healthcare and 
further claimed that requiring a Catholic institution to carry health insurance 
that includes abortion and birth control services was not the same thing as 
requiring the church to participate in those activities directly. This is akin 
to believing pregnancy is a disease, that birth control is the preventative 
treatment, and abortion the cure. Whether you agree with this line of 
thinking or not, it certainly seems un-American to require religious 
institutions to ascribe to it. 

Despite the fact that freedom of religious expression is guaranteed by the 
First Amendment to the Constitution, American businesses are finding 


themselves being persecuted by the Obama administration for standing up 
for their religious beliefs. 


By February 5, 2013, The Becket Fund for Religious Liberty had filed 


forty-seven lawsuits on behalf of hospitals, universities, and businesses with 


religious affiliations over the birth control mandate. 


One of those businesses was the Christian-owned Hobby Lobby, a chain 
of arts and crafts retail stores. After an attempt to get an injunction against 
the mandate failed, Hobby Lobby announced that the company would refuse 
to provide birth control coverage and, also, would not pay the $1.3 million 


per day fine required by the Obamacare law.®2 


It’s hard to believe that in the United States of America, standing up for 
your religious beliefs would have you fined by the government, but that was 
nearly the case here. In 2014, Hobby Lobby won their case before the 
Supreme Court with a narrow, five-to-four margin, as the court held that the 
state had not met its burden of proof to convince the justices that the HHS 
mandate was the least-invasive way in which the state could pursue their 
interest (that being their desired goal of granting free access to birth control 
and abortions to all women), and that closely-held corporations would be 
exempt from the mandate. 


151.Executive Gun Control 


We’ve tackled the Fourth Amendment. We’ve reviewed the First 
Amendment. But what of the Second? Obama claims that he believes in the 
Second Amendment to the Constitution, but he certainly doesn’t act that 
way. Instead, he has chipped away at the rights of gun owners while 
simultaneously quashing the constitutional system of checks and balances. 


When Obama’s gun control agenda failed to pass Congress, Obama, true 
to form, chose to take unilateral executive actions to achieve his goals. In 
January of 2013, using the Sandy Hook shooting a month earlier for political 
cover, Obama signed 23 executive actions related to gun control. These 
executive orders were never debated in Congress, and would never have 
passed in the normal way. Obama’s executive orders were so egregious that 
many state leaders immediately announced plans to resist compliance with 
any executive action that violated the Second Amendment.£4 


Two more executive actions on gun control were also signed in August of 


that year®4, with still two more the following January.*4 


But, Obama still wasn’t done. In 2015, plans to ban a widely-used bullet 
for the AR-15 semi-automatic rifle were announced. The Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (BATFE) justified the ban with the claim 
that the “armor-piercing” ammunition could be used in semi-automatic 
handguns, and thus they pose a significant threat to police—though no 
evidence of this ever happening was provided. The Obama administration 
was merely trying to ban the popular ammunition because his attempts to 


ban the sporting rifle itself through legislation had failed.24 After a great 
deal of public outrage, the BATFE announced that they were backing off 
from the ammunition ban, at least for the time being.2“ But, it’s safe to say 
that Second Amendment rights will remain a target of Obama through the 


end of his presidency. 


One final attack against the Second Amendment was still to come, 
however. Following the ISIS-inspired terrorist attack in San Bernardino, CA 
in December of 2015, Obama took to the airwaves to decry the attacks as a 
sign that America needed tougher gun control. The folly of this plan to stop 
terrorist attacks by disarming law abiding citizens aside, Obama used the 
event to pressure Congress to pass legislation making it illegal for people on 
a terrorism watch-list to purchase firearms of any kind. When the GOP-led 
Congress refused to do so, he signed an executive order on February 8, 
2016, which, though it lacked much in the way of legal teeth, was a set of 
guidelines suggesting the same sorts of measures he’d advertised the 
previous December, including a moratorium on terror watch list suspects 
buying guns, an end to the dubious “gun show loophole” and other measures 


opposed by gun rights lobbyists. 2% 


Obamacare 


We’ve gone through quite a remarkable list of transgressions, failures, 
and general malfeasance thus far, but we’ve stayed away from any serious 
discussion of Obama’s most important, and most reviled domestic law — the 
Affordable Care Act (hereafter, Obamacare). This execrable chapter in 
American history exemplifies every... single... one of Obama’s greatest 
flaws and dastardly impulses (other than his confused and misguided foreign 
policy agenda, which we have saved for last, and you’ll see why when you 
reach our conclusion). 


Perhaps there were good intentions when this legislation was crafted — we 
want to believe that Obama at least meant well by this bill, though the 
tactics he used and the people he employed in the service of the cause raise 
serious questions on even that attempt at charity on our parts, as you’ll soon 
see. But, good intentions or not, this bill combines sheer government 
incompetence, overbearing nanny-state thinking, bad management, radical 
ideologies far outside the mainstream of American politics, violations of our 
most sacred civil liberties, the utter detonation of the Constitution and the 
rule of law, and a crippling economic impact unlike any other healthcare 
initiative to date into one sickening, blatantly dishonest, life-threatening 
package. No domestic policy, no single piece of legislation has ever so 
perfectly summed up an administration and a political movement as well as 
this, except possibly Roosevelt’s New Deal (though, to be fair, the New 
Deal was a package of bills passed over a two year period, not a single 
omnibus nightmare 2500 pages in the making and passed in the dead of 
night). 


Not only does Obamacare perfectly describe Obama’s presidency, but 
Americans’ reactions to it, from supporters and dissenters alike, perfectly 
describe the state of civil discourse in this polarized nation, this victim of 
Saul Alinsky’s Rules for Radicals. We are, now, what progressive radicals 
have made of us, in our laws, and in our collective consciousness. What was 
laughingly called “debate” on this bill, though it dragged on for over a year, 
was an exercise in team sports with one side demanding that the other side 
shuts up (guess which side was which!). When Obama held a summit to 
discuss the economic impact of Obamacare, he blithely told Republicans, 
who were attempting to warn him that the bill would bend the cost curve on 
healthcare up, not down, “I won. Elections have consequences.” And when 
concern over the bill gave the GOP a rare U.S. Senate victory in 
Massachusetts, elections suddenly stopped having consequences. 


As we walk you through the horrendous details of Obamacare, be on the 


lookout for the misbegotten themes you’ve seen throughout the rest of this 
book — they’re all represented. It is a testament to what a man like Obama 
can accomplish when he sets his mind to the task of “fundamentally 
transforming” the country. 


152.A Partisan Health Care Bill 


When Barack Obama won the presidency in 2008, he promised to make 
health care reform a bipartisan effort. If he’d been genuine, he would have 
been following in the footsteps of fellow Democrats like Franklin D. 
Roosevelt and Bill Clinton who understood that, for changes to stick, both 
sides of the aisle must have partial ownership of them and, therefore, interest 
in maintaining those changes in perpetuity. But there was nothing bipartisan 
about how Obamacare became law. 


In fact, Democrats were so desperate just to get it passed and signed that 
when Scott Brown won a special election to fill Ted Kennedy’s former seat 
—and end the Democrats’ filibuster-proof majority—Democrats used a 
legislative process called reconciliation to limit debate in order to fast track 
the bill’s passage in both chambers. But, according to the Heritage 
Foundation, reconciliation “was not intended to be the procedure of last 
resort when other means fail, and to do so would be a complete abuse of 
reconciliation rules.”®4 Despite his campaign promise to bring Democrats 
and Republicans together in the process of reforming healthcare, Obama 
signed a trillion dollar government takeover of one-sixth of the United 
States economy that passed with zero Republican votes in the Senate and 


only one Republican vote in the House2” 


But it’s actually worse than it sounds — not only did Obama get the bill 
passed with essentially no GOP support, but he refused to include GOP 
legislators and conservative analysts when designing, drafting, and proofing 
the bill. The end result of this sort of exclusivity and baldly partisan 
ramrodding was that Republicans felt betrayed and powerless, thus 
guaranteeing that conservatives would make repealing the bill a central 
plank in election platforms and galvanizing the grassroots against 
Obamacare. 


Even if you think Obamacare is a good idea—and if you do, we advise 
you to keep reading—this is a spectacularly short-sighted failure of 
leadership, and it cost his party dearly. Democrats suffered two of the worst 
shellackings in modern political history at the ballot box in 2010 and 2014, 
costing them the entire Southern US, many of the gains they’d previously 
made in the Midwest, and even some ground in the Northeast. Much of this 
pushback was centered on the failure of Obamacare and conservative 
opposition to the bill (though there were, of course, other factors). 


153.The Obamacare Co-Op Debacle 


An obscure provision in Obamacare allocated $2.4 billion in taxpayer- 
funded, tax-free loans to establish twenty-three Obamacare co-ops 
nationwide to compete with private health insurance providers. The Obama 
administration had to approve each loan, and one would think that when it 
comes to our nation’s health care, some standard would apply to which 
companies got loans. 


The Washington Examiner’s Richard Pollack reported on some of the 
loans the Obama administration approved: 


°$62 million to Maine Community Health Options; the company’s 
President had been molesting teenage boys for more than three 


decades 222 


*$65 million to Louisiana Health Cooperative; CEO Terry Shilling was 
sanctioned by the Securities and Exchange Commission for insider 


trading. 


°$112 million to CoOportunity Health; CFO Stephen Ringlee had at 


least three businesses fail since 2009 822 


°$129 million to Florida-based Community Health Solutions of 
America, for an Obamacare co-op in Ohio. The principals of this co-op 


have histories of failed companies, bankruptcy, and tax problems.24 


But the largest loan, $340 million, went to Freelancers Insurance 
Company, which is based out of New York, run by Sara Horowitz, an old 
friend of Obama’s from back when he was a state senator. This might not 
seem so terrible if her company had a reputation for quality service, but they 
didn’t. Freelancers Insurance Company has an extremely high rate of 
consumer complaints, and, for two consecutive years, was rated the “worst” 


insurer by state regulators. 84 


Why did these companies get so many of our tax dollars? Apparently, the 
Obama administration doesn’t want us to know how these companies are 
selected, as the agency that awards the loans, the Center for Consumer 
Information and Insurance Oversight (CCHO), hasn’t made their selection 
criteria public. Due to gross mismanagement, by January 2016, more than 
half of Obamacare co-ops had failed, costing a quarter of a million 
Americans their insurance, and leaving the taxpayers $1.2 billion in unpaid 
loans.2? The outlook for the remaining co-ops isn’t much better. According 
to a Government Accountability Office report released in March 2016, four 


of the eleven remaining co-ops did not meet enrollment projections.©° 


The Obamacare co-ops may very well be the health insurance version of 


the Solyndra boondoggle, but bigger. 
154.Fudging the Enrollment Numbers 


Despite the fact that millions have had their existing plans canceled and 
millions more will eventually share the same fate, Obama called his health 
care law a success, and no longer up for debate when he announced that by 
end of open enrollment, the Obamacare exchanges had allegedly signed up 
7.1 million people. 


But who, exactly, counted as a successful Obamacare enrollee? That is a 
question that even the White House didn’t want to answer. For starters, there 
were a significant number of duplicate enrollments (from consumers who 
were advised to create new accounts and re-enroll because of problems with 
the health exchange website) that were counted.%8 Various studies have 
raised serious doubts about the number of enrollees touted by Obama. 
According to a study by the RAND Corporation, there were only 3.9 million 
legitimate exchange enrollees. And then there’s the question of how many 
people who signed up for Obamacare didn’t have insurance before. Only 1.4 
million enrollees were previously uninsured, according to the RAND 
study. Another study by McKinsey & Company in 2014 found that of 
those signing up for Obamacare, only 26 percent were previously 
uninsured. 5? 


A very large number of people signing up for Obamacare either 
previously had insurance plans which were cancelled because of 
Obamacare, or were merely signing up for Medicaid. And future plan 
cancellations still loom for millions more Americans even though Obama 
repeatedly promised it would never happen, which will surely be counted as 
new enrollees when their time comes. 


155.Do-Nothing Obamacare Contractors 


In the summer of 2013, the British firm Serco was awarded a five-year 
contract worth over a billion dollars to process Obamacare paper 
applications"! The Obama administration must have figured they’d be 
pretty busy. But in the spring of 2014, whistleblowers came forward from 
Serco offices in four states admitting that they were being paid taxpayer 


dollars to do nothing. 


One employee reported that, over a six-month period, he processed only 
forty applications. Another, who quit her job in frustration, said that she 
processed only six applications in the entire month of December. She 
reported being kept on the clock from 9 pm to midnight while being 
forbidden to make any calls or do any work. In a Serco office in Arkansas, 
workers are required to be on the clock and get paid, but not make any calls. 


That office was still hiring, too #2? 


Where are the oversight and accountability? Why are taxpayer dollars 
being wasted so frivolously? The nonpartisan, nonprofit Sunlight 
Foundation may have the answer. Of the forty-seven contractors awarded 
contracts by the Obama administration, seventeen spent a cumulative $128 
million on lobbying in 2011 and 2012. Twenty-nine of these contract 
winners had employees or PACs that contributed a total of $32 million to 
federal candidates and parties during the same period. Barack Obama’s 
reelection campaign received nearly $4 million from employees and PACs 
of Obamacare contract winners. Serco spent more than $1 million on 
lobbying and donations prior to being awarded its Obamacare contract. 
Money certainly does talk. 


Making matters worse, Serco came under investigation by Britain’s 
Serious Fraud Office a few days after being awarded the Obamacare 
contract. An audit revealed Serco and another company had over-billed the 
United States government by more than $80 billion.“ Despite this, the 
Obama administration defended their decision to award the contract to 


Serco. 


156.The Obamacare Thought Police 


As Obamacare took effect, the realities of the law put a significant 
squeeze on businesses across the country, forcing employers to lay off 
workers in order to reduce cost and stay afloat. To minimize the political 
fallout of the implementation of his signature healthcare law, Obama twice 
delayed the employer mandate for businesses with fifty to ninety-nine 
employees, once in 2013 and again in 2014.8 Of course, delaying the onset 
of the mandate did nothing to convince businesses that they shouldn’t try to 
keep their workforce below those benchmark levels. Those very benchmarks 
became a perverse incentive to lay off employees to get ready for its 
implementation. James Taranto of the Wall Street Journal explains: 


One problem with the employer mandate is that it creates perverse 
incentives. Businesses with fewer than 50 employees aren't subject to 
the mandate, which means that for a company on the cusp, the 
marginal cost of hiring the next employee could run into the tens of 
thousands of dollars--or, for one just above the threshold, the marginal 
savings from firing a worker can be considerable. Employers can also 
reduce their liability by replacing full-time workers with part-time 
ones. 


[-..] 
By adding a new threshold--100 workers as well as 50--the new delay 


creates an additional perverse incentive. At least until 2016, a company 
that doesn't offer insurance is better off not hiring the 100th worker--or 
firing him 8% 

Realizing this, but unwilling to risk political fallout from these layoffs in 
the crucial midterm election year, the Obama administration did what any 
totalitarian regime would do: he wrote new regulations making it clear that 
employers could not lay off workers to get below the 100-employee 
threshold and qualify for exemption from the mandate. Employers who did 
lay off workers were required to certify to the IRS—under penalty of perjury 
—that avoiding the costs of Obamacare was not a motivating factor in those 


layoffs. 


Obamacare has utterly failed to provide the promised benefits and has 
become destructive of economic activity. And it now appears that the 
Obama administration is trying to silence Obamacare’s critics with threats of 
jail time unless they remain silent about how Obamacare has hurt their 
business. 


157.Waivers For Obamacare’s Proponents 


If Obamacare is great, why would anyone want a waiver, and why would 
the government grant them one? It’s a fair question, seeing as 1,231 
companies (affecting just under 4 million people) received waivers, 
according to the Department of Health and Human Services.2* Oh—and 
many Federal employees got waivers too. 

The majority of the waivers granted were given to Obama’s allies in Big 
Labor—which overwhelmingly supported the law.” It’s not just Obama’s 
Big Labor allies getting Obamacare waivers either. An Obama cabinet 
nominee also received an Obamacare waiver. 


Sally Jewell, the CEO of REI, has always been a supporter of Obamacare. 
In 2009, she participated in an Obama administration roundtable on health 
care reform. That didn’t stop her from seeking and receiving an Obamacare 
waiver for REI’s health coverage back in 2011.84 


158.Obamacare Causing Americans to Delay Medical Care Over Costs 


The higher premiums and deductibles experienced because of Obamacare 
naturally had negative consequences. According to a Gallup poll released in 
November 2014, one in three Americans reported that they have “put off 
getting medical treatment that they or their family members need because of 
cost.” In the fourteen years that Gallup had been asking the question, this 
was the highest number ever reported. 


How is this possible? Obamacare was supposed to increase access to 


health care. Unfortunately, for too many people, particularly the middle 
class, health care premiums and deductibles increased because of 
Obamacare. According to Gallup: 


Those who indicate that they have put off medical treatment in the past 
12 months are asked to rate the seriousness of the underlying condition 
or illness. This year, 22% of Americans say they have put off medical 
treatment for a "very" or "somewhat serious" condition. This is double 
the 11% who say they have put off treatment for a non-serious 
condition. Furthermore, the percentage who have put off treatment for 
a serious condition has increased slightly since 2013.54 


Only low-income families with less than $30,000 annual household 
income saw a decline in delaying health care over costs, according to the 
survey. When it comes to access to healthcare, Obama didn’t spread the 
wealth, he redistributed it. With a third of Americans delaying health care 
because they can’t afford it after paying for insurance under Obamacare, it’s 
impossible to claim that Obamacare was a success. In fact, it’s quite obvious 
that it made the problem it was trying to solve even worse. 


159.Funding Abortions under Obamacare 


Even with large majorities in both Houses of Congress, getting enough 
Democrats on board to pass Obamacare wasn’t very easy. Corrupt deals and 
promises had to be made just to secure an essentially party-line vote on the 
controversial legislation. When quite a lot of support had at last been 
purchased there remained one, final roadblock for Obamacare’s passage in 
the House of Representatives: Congressman Bart Stupak’s coalition of pro- 
life Democrats who could not support Obamacare because of language 
allowing for taxpayer-funded abortion medications under the law. 


Stupak, under pressure from both sides of the abortion issue, negotiated 
an Executive Order that effectively banned public funding of abortions in 
Obama’s healthcare law.4 Without this compromise, Obamacare would 
have never passed the House of Representatives. Less than a month after 
Obamacare was signed into law, Bart Stupak, seeing the writing on the wall, 


announced his retirement.2 


Stupak paid a huge political price for his support for Obamacare and, 
ultimately, the compromise he made in good faith with President Obama 
would be all for naught. Obama would later abandon his promise to Stupak. 
Language in the Obama administration’s final regulations for the law 
requires coverage of medications which cause abortions At the 2012 
Democratic National Convention, Stupak, speaking to a Democrats for Life 
panel, said, “I am perplexed and disappointed that, having negotiated the 
Executive Order with the President, not only does the HHS mandate violate 


the Executive Order but it also violates statutory law.” 


160.Mlegal Unilateral “Fixes” to Obamacare 


The Obamacare rollout was an undeniable disaster—not just for Obama, 
but for the entire Democratic Party. When millions of Americans discovered 
they were to lose the plans they had and would now have higher premiums 
and higher deductibles, it was clear that something had to be done in order 
reduce the political fallout. 


On November 14, 2013, Obama announced that insurance companies 
could continue to offer plans that violated the requirements of his signature 
health care law for an additional year. Such a delay was previously labeled 
as “terrorism” by congressional Democrats, and was the issue at the center 


of the government shutdown debate. 


Obama’s need to do something to ease the fears of Democrats up for 
reelection in 2014 came at the expense of the Constitution, and had even 
Democrats, like former DNC Chairman Howard Dean questioning whether 
Obama had the legal authority.“ Eugene Kontorovich, a constitutional law 
professor at Northwestern University School of Law, said Obama’s fix 
“exceeds the president’s discretion in implementing the law and amounts to 
legislation from the White House. The president has no constitutional 
authority to rewrite or unbundle statutes, especially in ways that impose new 
obligations on people, as the fix does.’”=° UC Berkeley law professor John 
Yoo wrote that Obama’s fix “amounts to a suspension power that the 
Framers consciously rejected by including the Take Care Clause in Article II 
of the Constitution.”8*! The “Take Care” clause is that bit which instructs 
the President to ensure that all laws are faithfully enforced; whether the 
President likes the law, or not. Whether it’s politically expedient, or not. 


In response to Obama’s clearly illegal action, House Republicans 
announced the Keep Your Health Plan Act, which would have accomplished 
the same thing Obama called for, just in a constitutional manner. But, 
Obama, not wanting Republicans to benefit politically from the situation, 
announced he would veto the bill.82 


Obama’s illegal fix was neither his first or last, having already unilaterally 
delayed the employer mandate. By the end of 2013, Obama had made 14 
changes to Obamacare without consultation or approval from Congress, with 
the last change of the year making it possible for people to sign up for bare- 
bones “catastrophic” health coverage via a _ so-called “hardship 
exemption.”32 


As 2014 came in and polling started to indicate that Obamacare may lead 
to electoral disaster for the Democrats in November, Obama went even 


further in trying to delay the effects of the law. Obama delayed the employer 
mandate for medium-sized businesses—again, without congressional 
approval.84 But that didn’t go far enough to ease electoral concerns. 


Eventually, someone in the Obama administration must have figured out 
that the original one-year delay to allow consumers to keep existing health 
care plans that don’t comply with Obamacare wasn’t long enough to prevent 
cancellation notices being mailed out prior to the 2014 midterm elections. 
So, in March of 2014, Obama officials announced—as usual, without 
congressional approval—that this provision of the law would be delayed for 


two more years. 


Aside from the fact that all of these changes prove that Obamacare is 
incredibly flawed and was hastily passed and signed without proper 
examination or consideration of its impact, the means by which Obama has 
insisted on “correcting” its many flaws (purely for political cover) have been 
gross abuses of a president’s power. 


At a House Judiciary Committee hearing, Jonathan Turley, a professor of 
public interest law at George Washington University stated, “The problem 
with what the president is doing is that he’s not simply posing a danger to 
the constitutional system. He’s becoming the very danger the Constitution 
was designed to avoid. That is the concentration of power in every single 
branch.” 


161.Threatening Drug Makers to Support Obamacare 


Thanks to a yearlong investigation by House Republicans, the truth 
behind the pharmaceutical industry’s support for Obamacare was 
discovered. Despite Obama’s promises of transparency, these deals were 
kept secret, without the public or members of Congress knowing. The 
investigation revealed that the nation’s top drug companies were threatened 
with higher taxes if they didn’t publicly support the law. Internal documents 
from the investigation were released on May 31, 2012. According to the 
Washington Times: 


The documents show that former White House Chief of Staff Jim 
Messina and health care reform point woman Nancy-Ann DeParle told 
drug company representatives in June 2009 that if they didn’t 
cooperate on the initiative, Mr. Obama would demand a 15 percent 
rebate on Medicare drugs and push to remove the tax deduction for 
direct consumer advertising — items that could cost the industry $100 
billion over the next decade. 

The threats appeared to work, and the parties met the next month to 
hammer out a final deal. The drug companies agreed to pay higher 
Medicaid rebates and a new health care reform fee to raise $80 billion 


for the legislation, and promised to run positive television ads about 
it, SZ 

Obama claims his administration “is committed to creating an 
unprecedented level of openness in government.”®® It strikes us as odd, 
then, that his administration raised the institution of the backroom deal 
secured through extortion to an art form. 


162.Obamacare Hospital Layoffs and Closures 


If the true goal of Obamacare was to make healthcare more accessible, 
then clearly something is wrong. In addition to higher premiums and 
deductibles, cancelled plans, and a website that didn’t work, Obamacare 
found other ways to be an obstacle to getting access to healthcare. 


The world-renowned Cleveland Clinic announced in September of 2013 
that they would be cutting their annual budget by five to six percent and 
cutting jobs to prepare for Obamacare reforms.2® Hospitals across the 
country cut thousands of jobs in 2013 because of Obamacare, with even 
more expected in 2014. The healthcare sector has typically been a reliable 
source of job growth, even when the economy is in recession. But now, 


thanks to Obamacare, it is entering into a recession of its own.&@ 


In some cases, hospitals simply closed. In Georgia alone, four hospitals 
closed over a two-year period because of Obamacare-related payment 
cuts. In addition to closed hospitals and reduced staffs, a lot of doctors are 
simply refusing to take patients enrolled in Obamacare programs for fear of 
increased costs and reduced payments for medical services.“ Under 


Obamacare, healthcare is not only less affordable, it is less accessible. 
163.Lack of Healthcare Transparency 


Healthcare represents one-sixth of the entire US economy and affects 
Americans of all walks of life. At current rates of inflation, the cost of 
healthcare to the Federal Government, and to the taxpayers, will soon 
become so large that conservative and liberal economists all agree it will 
amount to a national crisis. Unfortunately, there is no clear consensus on 
how to fix this burdensome issue. There have been a variety of ideas on how 
to fix the system’s shortcomings. America is a large and diverse nation with 
varied healthcare needs. It is also the central hub for the world’s most 
promising medical research, and Americans shoulder much of the cost of 
developing new drugs and therapies by paying higher prices than the 
developing world. That being the case, there are many competing interests 
in the healthcare market and they all need a seat at the table when we 
discuss major reforms. The only chance for a rational solution for our health 
care system is if everyone has input and all negotiations are done in an 


above-board manner without secrecy. And this is what Obama had promised 
—in fact, he promised to broadcast the final negotiations live on C-SPAN. 


Sadly, that was just another broken Obama promise. Because of an 
alleged need to “fast-track” the final Obamacare bill (which wouldn’t go 
into full effect until four years after passage), Obama agreed with then- 
House Speaker Nancy Pelosi that the final negotiations would be held 
behind closed doors.“ While the administration claimed that failures of the 
healthcare system demanded immediate action, there’s a good chance that 
Obama feared losing his filibuster-proof majority in the Senate before the 
final bill could be passed. 


It was this lack of transparency that was crucial to Obamacare getting 
passed, according to Obamacare architect Jonathan Gruber, because the 
details would have been politically unpopular. “Lack of transparency is a 
huge political advantage. And basically, call it the stupidity of the American 
voter or whatever, but basically that was really, really [sic] critical for the 
thing to pass...”84 Nancy Pelosi put it best when she infamously said, “We 
have to pass the bill to find out what is in it.” 


164.A Bill That Hurts Businesses 


Obama promised to lower health care costs on his watch, but they’ve 
actually gone up. In 2012, for the first time ever, employer-provided health 
insurance costs for a family of four exceeded $20,000.22 A survey by the 
Mercer consulting firm found that nearly two-thirds of employers expected 
their health care costs to increase in 2014 when Obamacare became fully 
implemented.® These higher costs will force some employers to change 
their health coverage and/or require their employees to pay more. Other 
companies will have to pass the costs on to customers. After Obama was 
reelected, Papa John’s CEO John Schnatter said that Obamacare would 
force his company to raise the price of pizza.8“ This may not sound like 
much, but Papa John’s is not alone. 


According to the National Restaurant Association, which represents 
nearly 13 million employees in the restaurant and food service industry, the 
extra costs imposed by Obamacare are a threat to the already slim profit 
margins on which most restaurants operate. Dawn Sweeney, President and 
CEO of the National Restaurant Association, said that restaurant owners 
“cannot be saddled with excessive costs and regulatory burdens that threaten 
their very business.” 


Obamacare doesn’t just force businesses to make their employees or 
customers to pay more to offset the extra costs. It also means that smaller 
businesses that can’t afford to provide coverage as mandated by Obamacare 
will be forced layoff or cut the hours of their employees in order to avoid 


heavy penalties. Florida restaurant owner, John Metz, who runs roughly 
forty Denny’s Restaurants and owns the Hurricane Grill & Wings franchise, 
decided, after Obama was reelected, to add a five percent surcharge to 
customers’ bills and cut hours of employees to under 30 hours a week to 
avoid the $2,000 per employee penalty for not offering a government- 
approved insurance plan, as required under Obamacare. According to Metz, 
the cost of covering employees under the law would be more than most of 


his restaurants make in a year.*® 


165.Cutting Medicare To Pay for Obamacare 


Medicare benefits were not supposed to change, according to Obama. But 
it’s hard to explain how benefits will stay the same and the program will 
remain solvent when Obamacare actually cuts $716 billion from Medicare. 
Medicare actuary Richard Foster said these cuts “will not be viable” in the 
long term£® Foster also projected that more than 7 million Medicare 
recipients enrolled in private Medicare Advantage plans would have to find 
other coverage because of the cuts, a reduction in enrollment of about 
half.“ These cuts will ultimately force seniors to pay higher premiums and 
see a reduction in benefits. 


Obama’s raiding of Medicare also brings the program along on the fast 
track to insolvency. According to the 2011 Medicare Trustees Report, 
Medicare will be bankrupt by 2024, five years earlier than previously 
estimated. 


166.Rationing Health Care 


If there is any part of Obamacare with bipartisan agreement, it is 
opposition to the Independent Payment Advisory Board (IPAB), the fifteen- 
member government agency created by Obamacare with the stated purpose 
of finding savings in Medicare without compromising coverage or the 
quality of care. By design, this board of unelected bureaucrats is protected 


from Congressional review 22 


It wasn’t just members of Congress raising objections to IPAB either. 
Even the American Medical Association, which was influential in getting 
Obamacare passed, has called for IPAB’s repeal £2 


While there has been plenty of debate over charges that the IPAB would 
amount to so-called “death panels,” many Democrats have recognized that 
the IPAB will reduce access to care. Julie Reiskin, who was nominated to 
serve on the Legal Services Corporation Board of Directors by Barack 
Obama, said that the IPAB will “ration care or increase consumer cost 
sharing.”°4 


167.Obamacare-Caused Layoffs 


Many American business owners, struggling under the Obama economy, 
held out for the results of the 2012 presidential election before making major 
decisions about the future of their companies. They were hoping for a 
change in administration that might give them some hope of relief, but they 
were denied. When Obama won reelection, the chances of Obamacare being 
repealed became nonexistent. With new regulations and higher taxes 
looming, businesses across the country started announcing future layoffs. 
Here are just a few: 


Boeing: 30 percent of executives. ®2 


Energizer: about 1,500 employees.2@ 


Murray Energy: 156 employees.*~ 


Groupon: 80 employees.24 


Stanford Brake: 75 employees 2” 


Rocketdyne: 100 employees.2©° 


According to the Bureau of Labor Statistics, in November 2012 there 
were 1,759 “mass layoff actions” from firms with more than 50 employees, 
affecting nearly 165,000 workers.*™ This was not merely the continuation of 


a trend, since mass layoffs had actually been declining for three years. 


Some companies didn’t even wait until the election to make their moves. 
Medical companies like Boston Scientific, Medtronic, Abbot Lams, 
Covidien, Kinetic Concepts, St. Jude Medical, Welch Allyn, Hill-Rom, and 
Stryker, Smith & Nephew had previously anticipated massive layoffs in 
2013 because of new taxes in Obamacare.*™ It appears that the negative 
impact of Obamacare on jobs won’t end there either. The Congressional 
Budget Office estimated in early 2014 that Obamacare will push roughly 2 
million workers out of the labor market by 2017.38 


168.The Obamacare Rollout Disaster 


On October 1, 2013, millions of Americans were now, in theory, able to 
shop for their new “affordable” government-approved healthcare plans by 
visiting HealthCare.gov or their states’ insurance exchange sites. Massive 
system failures not only prevented access to the sites, especially at 
HealhCare.gov, but prevented people who did manage to get access from 
properly signing up for a new plan. Sources in the insurance industry said 
that, because of software problems, as few as one percent of applications 


contained enough data to successfully enroll the applicants in a plan 3 


A mere six people succeeded in signing up for Obamacare on its launch 
day.“® According to the nonpartisan research firm Millward Brown Digital, 
less than half of one percent of the visitors to the federal healthcare website 


were able to complete enrollment in the first week.28° 


The early sign-up numbers were awful. At times, it looked like it would 
be nearly impossible for the Obama administration to meet its goal of 7 
million enrollees during the six-month enrollment period. 


To call the Obamacare rollout a disaster is an understatement. But the 
most shocking part is that the Obama administration was aware that the site 
was not ready to handle the anticipated load. According to a confidential 
report obtained by CNN, the Obama administration “was given stark 
warnings just one month before launch that the federal healthcare site was 
not ready to go live.” Why, then, did the Obama administration let the 
rollout (which was destined to be a total failure) occur at all, especially after 
refusing the House Republicans’ compromise to delay Obamacare for a 
year—a delay which could have helped prevent the debacle from happening 
in the first place? 


Not only was the site not ready for launch, the site was also determined to 
have major security flaws, putting the private information of millions of 
Americans at risk of being stolen. The Obama administration knew of these 
flaws and vulnerabilities, but did nothing, according to documents provided 
to the House Committee on Government Oversight and Reform.*®’ One top 
Obamacare official had recommended the site be shut down over the 
security risks—but was overruled—directly contradicting the Obama 
administration’s claims that they were not aware of any security concerns 


prior to the site’s launch 38 


Obamacare enrollees also discovered that it was nearly impossible to add 
a newborn baby to an already purchased plan. Other common life changes 
affecting premiums (marriage, divorce, death of a family member, etc.) 


couldn’t be handled by the website 52 


Considering that HealthCare.gov was clearly not ready for its public 
launch, and a major security risk, one can’t help wonder why the company 
that built the site, CGI Federal, was given a $678 million no-bid contract, 
even though there were several companies qualified to perform those 
services. It could be that a Princeton classmate of First Lady Michelle 
Obama’s is a top executive at CGI, or that the president of the company’s 
North American operations became a donor for Obama’s reelection 
campaign after receiving the contract to build HealthCare.gov.! The $678 
million no-bid contract may have worked for getting Obama a new 
campaign donor, but was too big a price for a site that simply did not work. 


169.Mass Policy Cancellations 


“Tf you like your health-care plan, you will be able to keep your health- 
care plan, period.” 


Obama repeatedly made this claim while making the case for Obamacare. 
Unfortunately, Americans would learn, the hard way, that this promise was a 
lie, as millions of Americans discovered that their current health plans were 
not compliant with the law, and were no longer available. 


To call this a broken promise would be inaccurate. It was, in fact, a 
deliberate deception meant to ensure the law’s passage and, eventually, his 
own re-election. Obama administration officials estimated back in 2010 that 
93 million Americans would /ose their health care plans under the new 
law By the end of February 2014, just five months after the Obamacare 
rollout, 6.3 million people had already had their existing plans cancelled. 
Obama has also quietly pursued new regulations to make “fixed benefit” 
plans—which are less expensive than more comprehensive plans—illegal. 


This, of course, would result in another wave of policy cancellations 54 


Knowing that millions would lose their plans didn’t stop Obama from 
regularly promising the opposite while running for reelection. It turns out, if 
it wasn’t for that one big lie, the 2012 election would have turned out 
differently. According to a Wilson Perkins Allen Opinion Research survey, 
when voters were asked if they would still have voted for Barack Obama 
knowing they’d actually lose their health care plans, nearly 1 out of 4 said 
they would not have. An ABC/Washington Post poll conducted a month and 
a half after the botched Obamacare rollout found that if voters had an 
election do-over Romney would have won with 49 percent to Obama’s 45 
percent. Simply put: Obama’s big lie helped him get reelected. 


As millions of Americans started receiving cancellation notices, Obama 
began denying he ever made that promise. “What we said was you could 
keep it if it hasn’t changed since the law was passed,” was Obama’s absurd 
claim. Caught in one of the most brazen lies in American history, Obama’s 
recourse was to present another lie to cover up the first. Unfortunately for 
Obama, video recordings prove he made the unequivocal promise that 
Americans could keep their plans no matter what at least 29 times.“ An 
investigation by CNN revealed that insurance company executives were 
actually threatened by the Obama administration to keep quiet about the 
cancellations. Liberal pundit Bob Beckel was also scolded by the Obama 
White House for advocating a year-long delay of Obamacare in order to 


address the problems. 


All the problems with the rollout of Obamacare may have been worth it 


had people found that they were getting the better, more affordable coverage 
Barack Obama had promised. But that turned out to not to be true either. 
Millions of Americans actually found that the new plans they’d now have to 
buy were more expensive and had higher deductibles than what they had 
before. College students, who had previously been able to purchase cheap 
health insurance through their college or university, can’t anymore because 
of Obamacare.& Cancer patients have lost their existing plans, and found 
themselves paying more than double for their new Obamacare-compliant 
plans. Even a single mother whose story was cited by Obama as an 
Obamacare success story after buying insurance off her state’s exchange 


website would find the plan she picked wasn’t actually affordable 


There were many stories of real Americans losing their coverage and 
finding out they had to pay higher premiums for plans with higher 
deductibles. It’s the sad epilogue of Obama’s lie. A lie millions of 
Americans have to pay for. So egregious was Obama’s lie about keeping 
your plan that the left-wing fact-checking site PolitiFact crowned Obama’s 
claim, “if you like your health care plan, you can keep it” the Lie of the Year 
for 2013.2 


170.Higher Healthcare Premiums and Deductibles 


When first running for president, Obama promised his health care reform 
would lower insurance premiums by $2,500 per family per year. It sure 
sounded good on the stump but the reality of Obamacare doesn’t even come 
close to lowering premiums by that amount. In fact, according to the 
Congressional Budget Office, Obamacare actually raises annual premiums 
per family by $2,400 as of 2014, making health insurance premiums $4,900 
higher than what he promised2% In 2015 and 2016, a number of insurers 
have announced still further spikes in premiums and deductibles, and those 
increases are happening at faster rates than ever. 


After the Obamacare rollout in 2013, consumers began to experience the 
sticker shock predicted by the CBO. Not only were their new premiums 
much higher than promised, but their new deductibles were simply 
unaffordable. Despite the promises by Obama that health care costs would 
go down, Jonathan Gruber (Obama’s health care advisor and the architect of 
Obamacare) said back in 2009 that Obamacare would not be affordable, and 
said in 2012 that Obama was fully aware of that fact.“ The hardest hit, of 
course, are the middle-class, since they won’t qualify for subsidies. 


171.The Largest Tax Increase on The Middle Class in History 


Aside from being a government takeover of health care, Obamacare is 
also the largest tax increase on the middle class in history. When the 


Supreme Court upheld the law by declaring that the individual mandate was 
constitutional only as a tax, the Wall Street Journal explained the 
implications of the decision: 


It is now undeniable that Mr. Obama has imposed the largest tax 
increase in history on the middle class. Individuals who don’t buy 
insurance will have to pay several hundred dollars, depending on 
income. The Congressional Budget Office says that 76% of those who 
pay the mandate tax will make less than 500% of the federal poverty 
level, estimated to be $24,000 for a family of four in 2016. That means 
76% of the payers will earn less than $120,000 a year. 


So much for Mr. Obama’s promise not to raise taxes on anyone 
earning less than $200,000. And this initial mandate tax will only be a 
teaser rate when it becomes clear it isn’t nearly enough either to 
finance the bill or drive individuals to buy insurance. Millions will wait 
to buy insurance until they need expensive treatment, knowing they can 
always buy it when they show up at the hospital. 2% 


Whether you want to call it a tax or a mandate, the middle class will pay 
more because of Obama’s policies. Yet, during a 60 Minutes interview, 
Obama not only insisted he hadn’t raised taxes, but he had the nerve to 
claim he had cut taxes.” For the record, Obamacare has eighteen new tax 
hikes, with $36.3 billion in taxes hitting the American people in 2013, alone, 
not counting the penalties some will pay due to not complying with the 
individual mandate.’ That value understates the problem as well. Many in 
the middle class, including the biggest unions, have health plans that are 
considered “Cadillac coverage” and, beginning in 2017, will be taxed at a 
very high rate. In fact, the vast majority of people with top-of-the-line 
insurance are middle class, not wealthy, and will pay the price either in the 
transfer to the more expensive Obamacare exchanges or through the 
movement of more of their compensation from untaxed healthcare plans to 
taxed salary. On top of everything else we’re about to endure with this 
albatross, it is the ultimate progressive coup and the saddest irony that they 
should win an argument in court by claiming that a penalty was a tax, and 
then turn around and claim that they didn’t raise taxes. There can be no 
better representation of the filthy deceit of the far left in America. 


Radical Islam 


An honest study of Obama’s actions and stated goals in the fight against 
international terrorism and theocratic, illiberal violations of human rights 
around the globe reveals a man who either does not grasp the potential scope 
of the threat posed by Islamic Jihadism, or has willfully chosen to ignore the 
threat in deference to a personal belief that the United States shouldn’t be a 
leader on the global stage. In either case, the results on the ground have 
proven utterly disastrous for freedom and American security. 


With a dismal record on the economy, Obama needed to pump up his 
foreign policy record while running for reelection. In addition to constantly 
claiming credit for killing Osama bin Laden, he often repeated the claim that 
“al-Qaeda is on its heels.” You didn’t have to be a supporter of Obama to 
wish that were true, but the facts proved otherwise. Still, Obama propagated 
this falsehood as long as he could. But after al-Qaeda was linked to the 
attack on the U.S. Consulate in Benghazi, and reports of a comeback of al- 
Qaeda in Iraq?” and North Africa emerged,” he had to drop it from his 
speech. 


Whether or not he honestly believed his own propaganda, Jihadist 
sentiments have grown from the start on his watch. According to Gen. Jack 
Keane, a retired four-star General, and former vice chief of staff of the U.S 
Army, in testimony before the Senate Armed Services Committee in January 
2015, radical Islam has “grown fourfold in the last five years.”244 According 
to Keane, the Obama administration “became paralyzed by the fear of 
adverse consequences in the Middle East after fighting two wars.’”2” 


Obama may not be able to admit we are at war with radical Islam, but that 
refusal won’t change the fact that radical Islam has exploded, and engulfed 
most of North Africa, the whole of the Middle East, and parts of Southeast 
Asia, Europe, and the Pacific Islands. Former allies of the United States in 
the affected areas have tumbled and fallen, or been driven into the arms of 
the most powerful Islamic theocracies, Iran and Saudi Arabia. Muslim 
factions are quickly taking sides in what may soon become a regional war 
powered by weapons of mass destruction, including nuclear bombs. We 
believe that, ultimately, this is Obama’s greatest failing — he pursued a badly 
incoherent, morally timid, and illogical strategy in the fight against 
radicalism and terrorism, and we may soon pay for it with our freedoms or 
even our lives. 


172.Foreign Policy Flip Flops 


If we had to select one word to describe Obama’s policy toward terrorism, 
and we were forced to pick something other than a synonym for “idiotic” or 


“cowardly”, we would choose “incoherent”. We’re leading off this chapter 
by shining a light on his tail-chasing and lack of conviction because we 
think it really underscores everything else that will follow on the list. 


As a candidate for president, Barack Obama campaigned loudly against 
such Bush Administration policies as renditions and indefinite detention for 
terrorists. But, as president, he didn’t just retain these policies, he expanded 
them.22 Obama’s previous position may have been out of naiveté, or just a 
ploy to garner support from the Democratic Party’s liberal base, but, 
apparently, the realities of being Commander-in-Chief have trumped his 
rhetoric. Other times, unfortunately, his foreign policy flip-flops have not 
been in the best interests of our country, or our allies. Here are a few 
examples: 


*Obama forcefully promised, as a candidate, to recognize the 1915 
Turkish genocide against the Armenian people, but, as president, 
Obama squashed congressional efforts to pass a resolution recognizing 


the genocide.24 


*In 2007, Obama stated that the president does not have the power to 
unilaterally authorize military action, but did not seek congressional 


approval for sending our troops to Libya 24 


*Early in his administration, Obama called Egyptian President 


Mubarak an ally and a “force for good.”2 When it became clear that 
Mubarak was in trouble, Obama did an about face and called for 


Mubarak to surrender power. 


*Obama said that he would not turn a blind eye to the ongoing 
genocide in the Darfur region of Sudan, but has done absolutely 
nothing about it as President.28 


*He publicly claimed, in a speech to the American Israel Public Affairs 
Committee, that the United States “will always have Israel’s back” but 
effectively retracted the statement a couple of days later during a press 


conference.22 


We’re just scratching the surface here — this is but a taste of the total 
chaos that has been Obama’s foreign policy. The point to keep in mind is 
that these sorts of flip-flops happen routinely in every administration, but 
when they cluster like this, they have an impact much more important than 
any individual issue. They tell the world that we don’t know what we’re 
doing — they give credence to the Islamist propaganda that the United States 
is a blind, petulant empire indiscriminately killing innocent people and 


destabilizing nations for no reason and leaving nothing but misery behind. 
173.Nominating John Brennan as CIA Director 


John Brennan served as Obama’s Homeland Security Advisor during his 
first term. He had been Obama’s original pick for CIA Director back in 
2009, but was forced to withdraw because of Democrat opposition. 
Liberated by his reelection, Obama nominated him for the position again in 
2013. But Brennan’s road to heading the CIA would still not be easy. 
Brennan, the architect of Obama’s controversial drone program, also 
“helped construct and justify the administration’s claim that it can kill 
people, including American citizens, abroad, on its own authority, even 
when those people are not in countries with which we are at war.”2 During 
his Senate Committee Hearing, Brennan claimed that due process is not 
necessary to kill Americans for their potential future acts. 


There are other reasons why Brennan was a bad choice for the job. 
According to Steven Emerson, the executive director of The Investigative 
Project on Terrorism, Brennan has “shown a tendency to fall for the bait 
from radical Islamists.” 


Globally, [Brennan] repeatedly expressed a hope that “moderates” 
within Iran and its terror proxy Hezbollah would steer their respective 
constituencies away from terrorism. 


Domestically, he claims that radical Islam does not pose its own, 
unique threat to American security. He has helped strip language about 
“radical Islam,” “jihad” and similar terms from government 
vernacular, choosing instead to refer to “violent extremism” in an 
attempt to deny terrorists religious credibility. 

When it comes to jihad, he stubbornly maintains the word does not 
belong in conversations about terror, no matter what terrorists 
themselves say. 


Likewise, he also yielded to demands from American Islamists to purge 
law enforcement and intelligence training material of the terms 
“jihad” and “radical Islam. =? 


Brennan has also claimed that terrorists are motivated by economic and 
political factors, not religious ones, despite plenty of evidence to the 


contrary. 


Brennan’s political correctness has undoubtedly blinded him to potential 
threats. In 2010, Brennan allowed a sheik linked to Hamas to participate in 
an FBI-hosted “Citizens Academy” which gave him a tutorial on the 
National Counterterrorism Center and other secure government facilities. 


Brennan was confirmed by the Senate, but received a record breaking 34 


votes against his confirmation for the position. 


174.Skipping the Paris Anti-Terrorism Rally 


George W. Bush famously said, in his 2002 State of the Union Address, 
in which he laid out a vision for his response to the 9/11 Terror Attack, “To 
all nations who have sponsored terrorists or given them safe harbor, I have a 
simple message. You are either with us, or you’re against us.” He was 
roundly mocked by leftists for his “simplistic” worldview, but there are 
certain times when a question arises for which there must be a simple 
answer or no answer at all. This is one of those questions: does the United 
States stand opposed to terrorism in the name of religion or not? 


In the aftermath of the Islamic Jihadist massacre conducted in the offices 
of the French satirical paper Charlie Hebdo for running cartoons of the 
Islamic prophet Muhammad, the world united in outrage against the attack 
and in solidarity with the French people. On January 11, 2015, an historic 
rally against terrorism and in support of free speech took place in Paris, 
bringing together 1.3 million people, including 44 heads of state from 
around the world. One very glaring absence from the event was Barack 
Obama. 


Obama’s muted response to the shooting at the Charlie Hebdo offices, 
where 12 people were killed, stands in sharp contrast to his remarks 
following the death of Michael Brown, killed resisting arrest in Ferguson, 
MO in 2014. Obama sent three representatives to Brown’s funeral.“ But 
this rally against terrorism, a worldwide expression of solidarity, was not 
important enough to Obama for him to attend. What was Obama doing that 
kept him away from joining hands with other world leaders, including 
German Chancellor Angela Merkel, Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu, and British Prime Minister David Cameron? 


According to an administration official, Obama had an open schedule, and 
spent part of the afternoon watching football on television With all the 
world leaders present, security could not have been a legitimate concern. 
Obama should have been there, or a high-ranking official in his 
administration. But, none were there. Vice-President Biden, whose public 
schedule was also open, did not attend. Secretary of State John Kerry was in 
India. Attorney General Eric Holder, who was actually in Paris at the time 


for a terrorism summit, did not participate either.“8 


Outrage over the snub forced the Obama administration to apologize and 
admit that it should have sent a high-ranking official to the event. Security 
concerns were blamed for Obama’s absence—though, according to a former 
Secret Service agent, if Obama wanted to go, the Secret Service could have 
made it work. 


The snub wasn’t surprising. In 2012, the Obama administration 
condemned Charlie Hebdo for featuring cartoons of Muhammad for being 
offensive and for potentially inflaming violence“? Obama also declared, in 
a speech to the U.N., that “the future must not belong to those who slander 
the prophet of Islam.”2 The Obama administration was even reluctant to 
call the attack “terrorism,” and avoided any language associating violence 
with Islam.2 Time and time again, when it comes to free speech and 
standing up against terrorism, Obama has been on the wrong side; and if you 
think complaining about a symbolic gesture not made is splitting hairs, we 
recommend you keep reading. This is just a symbol, but a symbol of an 
intellectual rot at the core of Obama’s worldview that threatens everything 


we hold dear. 
175.Double Talk on Lockerbie Bomber Release 


On July 25, 2009, Abdelbaset al-Megrahi, the Lockerbie bomber, was 
released from prison on compassionate grounds. Al-Megrahi was dying of 
prostate cancer. He was also responsible for the deaths of 270 people and, 
naturally, there was plenty of outrage. Of those 270 victims, 189 were 
Americans. Barack Obama denounced the decision. A year later, in a joint 
press conference at the White House with the British Minister, Obama 
reiterated that sentiment: 


I think all of us here in the United States were surprised, disappointed, 
and angry about the release of the Lockerbie bomber. And my 
administration expressed, very clearly, our objections prior to the 
decision being made and subsequent to the decision being made. So we 
welcome any additional information that will give us insights and a 


better understanding of why the decision was made.™2 


But, less than a week later, it was revealed that the Obama administration 
had secretly advised Scottish ministers to free the Lockerbie bomber rather 
than jail him in Libya.‘ Not only did Al-Megrahi receive a hero’s welcome 
upon returning to Libya, but also he lived for another two years, much 
longer than the short few months expected when he was released. 


176.Hidden Drone Attack 


On November 1, 2012, the Iranian air force attacked an unmanned U.S. 
drone aircraft in international airspace. News of Iran’s deliberate act of war 
was not released to the American people until November 8th, two days after 
the presidential election*? The Pentagon dubiously argued that they 
couldn’t tell us about the attack until after the election because of security 


concems. 


The Pentagon obviously denied political motivation for keeping the 


incident secret. However, key Republican leaders, who would normally be 
briefed about such an incident were not informed. Nor was Mitt Romney, 
who had been receiving intelligence briefings at the time.~° Political 
expediency cannot be tolerated as an excuse for failing to respond 
immediately—and with conviction—to such acts by enemy combatants. 


177.Islamic Radicals at the White House 


According to the founder of the Muslim Brotherhood, Hassan al-Bama, 
“St is the nature of Islam to dominate, not to be dominated, to impose its law 
on all nations and to extend its power to the entire planet.”2’ That is pretty 
clear and straight forward. Boiled down, it means that if you are non- 
Muslim, then the Muslim Brotherhood is your enemy. If any group should 
be watched and opposed by the United States — the champion of pluralist 
government and freedom of conscience in the world — then the Muslim 
Brotherhood is it. And, for the longest time, that is exactly how the United 
States treated the Muslim Brotherhood: as an enemy in practice. Until 
Obama became President — he seems incapable of telling friend from foe, 
especially in the battle against radical Islam. 


In April of 2012, it was revealed that White House officials had met with 
members of Egypt’s Muslim Brotherhood. The White House justified the 
meeting, saying that the Muslim Brotherhood would play a “prominent role” 
in Egyptian affairs going forward2** Indeed, they would. After all, the 
White House had played a key role in ousting the Mubarak regime, which 
had kept a lid on the Muslim Brotherhood. 


But that’s not all. According to an investigation by the Investigative 
Project on Terrorism, “scores of known radical Islamists made hundreds of 
visits to the Obama White House, meeting with top administration officials.” 


The IPT made the discovery combing through millions of White House 
visitor log entries. IPT compared the visitors’ names with lists of 
known radical Islamists. Among the visitors were officials representing 
groups which have: 


° Been designated by the Department of Justice as unindicted co- 
conspirators in terrorist trials; Extolled Islamic terrorist groups 
including Hamas and Hezbollah; 


° Obstructed terrorist investigations by instructing their followers not 
to cooperate with law enforcement; 


¢ Promoted the incendiary conspiratorial allegation that the United 
States is engaged in a “war against Islam’— a leading tool in 


recruiting Muslims to carry out acts of terror; 


© Repeatedly claimed that many of the Islamic terrorists convicted 
since 9-11 were framed by the U.S government as part of an anti- 
Muslim profiling campaign. 

Individuals from the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR) 
visited the White House at least 20 times starting in 2009. In 2008, 
CAIR was listed as an unindicted co-conspirator in the largest terrorist 
money laundering case in U.S. history — the trial of the Holy Land 
Foundation in which five HLF officials were convicted of funneling 


3 
money to Hamas. 


These are hardly the types of people that should be given access to the 
White House, meeting with top administration officials, and potentially 
influencing the administration’s foreign policy. 


178.Allowing Terror-Linked Refugees into the U.S. 


Who wants to have someone with “limited burglary contacts” as their 
neighbor? There won’t be too many takers on that. But that is what President 
Obama is doing with the United States, except worse. In Obama’s very 
determined effort to be nice to people who hate us, in February 2014 he 
changed our immigration laws—without Congressional authorization—to 
relax restrictions on refugees and asylum seekers who have provided 
“limited” material support to terrorists and terrorist organizations. The 
Obama administration—which has denied asylum to oppressed Christians— 
called this law change “common sense.” 

One of the excuses offered for waiving the restrictions is that some people 
might have helped terrorists under duress. Apparently, Obama feels that 
the safety of Americans takes a back seat to giving possible terrorists the 
benefit of the doubt by laying down the welcome mat and letting them into 
the country. This is what Obama calls “common sense”? This level of 
incoherence was but a taste of what was to come, however. 


In 2015, as millions of Syrian and Iraqi refugees — and by refugees, we 
mean able-bodied, fighting-aged young men, predominantly — poured into 
Europe and overwhelmed the EU’s resources, world leaders began 
pressuring the United States to take some of them. Obama was all too happy 
to oblige, and he began making plans to order Immigration and 
Naturalization Services to drastically expand its program for refugees in 
order to accept ten thousand Syrians in 2016,2% justifying the move on 
humanitarian grounds and claiming that they would be heavily vetted. 


The problems with this were threefold. First, the refugees pouring into 


Europe were, at the time Obama was pushing for this resettlement program, 
rampaging through the continent leading to huge spikes in rape rates,“ 
armed robberies, and assaults and inspiring a nationalist political pushback 
throughout eastern Europe. Second, his own security experts told him and 
the American people that the vetting process could not be thorough enough 
to screen out terrorists.“° And third, Americans were overwhelmingly 
opposed to the idea and 31 state governors signed executive orders or bills 
passed by state legislatures declaring their refusal to accept them 
Whatever beef you may have had with his first decision to allow terror- 
linked refugees into the US, the lack of care he displayed then for the will of 
the American people and for their protection was dwarfed by this foray into 


ill-placed magnanimity. 
179.Attempt to Prosecute Khalid Sheik Mohammed in the United States 


Barack Obama had made it clear that he wanted 9/11 Mastermind Khalid 
Sheikh Mohammed and four co-conspirators to be tried in the U.S. Federal 
court system. This was a terrible idea on many levels: Security costs would 
have been enormous, it would give terrorists a public platform to denounce 
America, and it could have jeopardized intelligence sources. Despite these 
reasons, Obama, an outspoken critic of military tribunals, was determined to 
have a public trial in New York City. 

The plan was so bad that there was bipartisan opposition from Congress. 
New York City officials were also opposed to the plan™® The 
administration did eventually reverse their policy. Not because they realized 
the error of their ways, but because Congress refused to provide the funds 
for a trial on American soil.~’ The bottom line can be summed up thusly: 
international terrorism is not a federal crime; it is an act of war. Federal 
authorities have no jurisdiction to prosecute Khalid Sheik Muhammed, and 
it reveals a stunning lack of common sense for Obama to make a public 
spectacle out of the handling of a war criminal. 


180.I[gnoring Worldwide Christian Oppression 


In 2007, Obama promised, “As a president of the United States, I don’t 
intend to abandon people or turn a blind eye to slaughter.” They were fine, 
noble words but totally devoid of substance in the years that followed. 
According to a report by the bipartisan United States Commission on 
International Religious Freedom released in May 2014, the Obama 
administration has ignored the persecution of Christians worldwide. This 
is particularly outrageous as, throughout his Presidency, Obama has been 
quick to condemn what he perceives as persecution, as long as the alleged 
victim fits certain criteria. It would seem that the only people he won’t 
ignore are the ones that allow Obama to burnish his image among his core, 


liberal supporters. Whenever it appears that an American minority person is 
being ill-treated - even if the accusation of ill-treatment turns out, upon 
investigation, to be false - there is Barack Obama lavish with his 
condemnations. On the other hand, when it comes to the world’s most 
oppressed religious group, Obama has been silent2=! In 2012, Christian 
villages in Sudan were bombed during Christmastime by the country’s own 
military.22 In Pakistan, Christians are routinely accused of anti-Muslim 
blasphemy on trumped up charges—often resulting in death for the 
accused.2 ISIS has forced the Christian population of Mosul, Iraq to flee 


for their lives. 24 


Christian oppression around the world is very real, particularly in Muslim 
nations, and has been getting much worse as time goes on. With the 
situation darkening, Obama makes no effort to even speak out forcefully 
against the evil. Obama even allowed his Administration to press forward 
with the deportation of a Christian German family that sought asylum in the 
United States so they can home-school their children, while also denying 
refugee status for some of Egypt’s Coptic Christian minority fleeing 


persecution.2*° 


181.Tax Dollars for Terrorist Groups 


On a Friday night in April of 2012, it was revealed that Barack Obama 
bypassed Congress in order to send $192 million in aid to the Palestinian 
Authority (PA). Funding for the PA had been frozen by Congress after PA 
president Mahmoud Abbas requested that the U.N. recognize a Palestinian 
state. Obama claimed his waiver was important to the national security of 
the United States. A bizarre claim indeed, since his actions came just months 
after the terrorist group Hamas became a partner with the PA. In other 
words, Obama bypassed Congress to give nearly $200 million of our tax 
dollars to a terrorist organization. 


Five months later, Obama informed Congress that he would provide $450 
million in emergency aid for Egypt’s new government, now controlled by 
the Muslim Brotherhood, a group with a history of supporting terrorism.28 
Left unexplained was just what “emergency” required the American 
taxpayer to fund a Muslim Brotherhood government. To put it into 
perspective, Osama bin Laden, his top deputy Ayman al-Zawahiri, and 9/11 
mastermind Khalid Sheikh Mohammed all once belonged to the Muslim 
Brotherhood before bin Laden formed al Qaeda. Hamas considers itself to 
be the Muslim Brotherhood’s Palestinian branch.” Indeed, prior to the fall 
of the old Mubarak regime in Egypt, the Muslim Brotherhood had been 
suppressed as a terrorist organization in Egypt. The left claims that the 
Muslim Brotherhood is more moderate than its affiliates, but their own 


charter makes clear that their goal is to spread Sharia Law throughout the 
world. And in a sad finale to this story, the Muslim Brotherhood 
government in Egypt lasted less than two years and was deposed by the 
Egyptian military for being too radical and endangering Egypt’s economic 
ties to the west. 


With our national debt skyrocketing and Obama planning on gutting our 
military budget, it is impossible to understand why Obama believes our tax 
dollars should be given to foreign enemies of the United States. 


182.Bypassing Congress to Give Aid to The Muslim Brotherhood 


Ever since the 1979 peace deal between Egypt and Israel, the United 
States has supplied large amounts of military and economic aid to Egypt. 
This aid was predicated upon Egypt continuing to maintain peace with 
Israel, including ensuring that Israel would suffer no attacks from the 
Egyptian-governed Sinai Peninsula. In the aftermath of the so-called 
“Arab Spring”, the Egyptian government fell under the control of the 
Muslim Brotherhood, a terrorist group committed to violent action against 
both Israel and the United States. Because the old Egyptian regime had been 
overthrown and everyone was unsure what sort of government would finally 
emerge, Congress restricted aid to Egypt until the Obama administration 
certified to Congress that the Egyptian government is maintaining peace 


with Israel, is democratic, and is respecting the rights of all Egyptians.2% 


Despite increasing reports of Muslim Brotherhood actions to suppress 
opposition (as well as increasingly horrific attacks upon Egypt’s Coptic 
Christian minority), President Obama unilaterally waived Egypt’s 


requirements in order to release $1.5 billion in funds for Egypt’s military. 


Obama dressed up the move by claiming that national security interests 
required us to give the aid, even though Obama could not certify that Egypt 
was meeting the requirements demanded by Congress. Obama argued that 
aiding the Egyptian military would help ensure a democratic future in Egypt. 
Even members of Obama’s own party questioned his motives. Senator 
Patrick Leahy (D-VT) called Obama’s actions a mistake, arguing that the 
restriction imposed by Congress were “intended to put the United States 
squarely on the side of the Egyptian people who seek a civilian government 
that respects fundamental freedoms and the rule of law, and to clearly define 
the terms of our future relations with the Egyptian military.” 


But what happened when a revolution (backed by overwhelming numbers 
of the Egyptian people) overthrew the Muslim Brotherhood government? 
Obama moved to cut aid to Egypt!2& Suddenly, our national security 
interests were no longer a factor. Suddenly the secular Egyptian military was 


a greater threat to peace than a terrorist organization at the levers of power 
in the most influential country in the Middle East other than Israel. 


Obama’s actions here are hard to explain, and impossible to justify. Going 
around Congress in order to provide aid to an enemy of America just doesn’t 
sound like the actions of a president who has our nation’s values and 
interests at heart. 


183.Purging Gitmo 


As a candidate in 2007, Obama promised that he was going to close the 
terrorist detention facility at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba (Gitmo) as soon as he 
was elected. He promised it so many times that it was a given: both 
Obama’s supporters and opponents assumed that Gitmo was as good as 
closed as soon as a he could organize the closure. Opponents of this plan 
had many legitimate concerns and questions. Where would the prisoners go? 
How would they be tried? Where would we hold any terrorists captured after 
Gitmo was closed? 


But, Obama was less concerned about the logistics and more concerned 
with fulfilling his promise. He signed an executive order on January 22, 
2009 requiring Gitmo closed within one year. But, he was not able to 
carry out his own executive order because of opposition from Congress. 
This Congressional opposition eventually led Obama, on January 3, 2013, to 
sign the National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) which barred the use 
of federal funds to transfer Gitmo prisoners to the United States, despite a 


promised veto.2% 


Obama has been unable to close Gitmo as he promised, but he has been 
systematically purging the prison of its terrorist inmates, as a sort of end-run 
around Congressional opposition to closure. In 2003, there were 680 
prisoners. By early January 2015, there were less than 130. According to the 
New York Times, Obama’s goal for his last two years in office “is to deplete 
the Guantanamo prison to the point where it houses 60 to 80 people and 
keeping it open no longer makes economic sense.” 


While the Obama administration claims only 6 percent of terrorists 
released from Gitmo have returned to fight for the enemy, retired CIA 
officer Gary Berntsen says it’s at least 50 percent, and the purging of Gitmo 
is actually inspiring the growth of radical Islam. “Many of these people that 
we captured would tell us right to our faces: We’re going to be released and 
kill you and your families when we get out. That’s their attitude. Because 
they don’t believe the United States is going to act harshly against them. 
They see the light at the end of the tunnel, they want to continue the fight 
against us.”2” 


There is a massive element of unreality in the process of releasing these 
prisoners. So strong is Obama’s desire to close Gitmo that out-going 
Secretary of Defense Hagel admitted that he felt pressure within the 
Administration to accelerate the release of prisoners against his better 
judgment The Obama administration claims that all those released are 
low-risk, but five Yemeni detainees were released in January 2015 even 
though they were all medium or high-risk detainees22 But Obama, after 
claiming for years that Gitmo is a Gulag-style cesspit of abuse, would 
sooner free them—giving them the opportunity to rejoin their jihad against 
America—tather than keep Gitmo open. The reality is that Gitmo houses 
some of the most evil and dangerous men in the world. They were given 
regular meals and exercise time. They were also allowed to freely practice 
their religion. 


None of us know how many lives will be at risk just so that Obama could 
keep the most absurd of his campaign promises, but we do know—from 
testimony from Paul Lewis, Obama’s Special Envoy for Guantanamo 
Closure—is that “there have been Americans that have died because of 
Gitmo detainees.” 


184.Negotiating With Taliban Terrorists 


In January of 2012, the New York Times reported that “Several Taliban 
negotiators [had] begun meeting with American officials in Qatar, where 
they [were] discussing preliminary trust-building measures, including a 
possible prisoner transfer[.]’"2 According to Judicial Watch, “As part of 
‘Taliban reconciliation efforts,’ the terrorists would be transferred to Qatar, 
a Middle Eastern Arab state where [the Taliban] will soon open an office. 
The Obama administration sold the preposterous deal to Congress by saying 
that the prisoners wouldn’t actually be released but rather transferred to the 
custody of the Qatari government and they will remain in jail.”22 


With bipartisan opposition in Congress to the plan, the Obama 
administration’s negotiations failed. Eventual peace talks are still in 
consideration. It seems rather strange that the Obama administration would 
be willing to negotiate directly with a terrorist organization. Except that 
according to the State Department, the U.S. strangely does not consider the 


Taliban a terrorist group.~~ 


185.The Bowe Bergdahl Swap 


The Obama White House’s habit of making deals with terrorists reached a 
new low in 2014 as five high-ranking Jihadi’s were released into the custody 
of Qatar in exchange for the return of Army deserter Bowe Bergdahl. The 
U.S. military has long followed the admirable code: leave no one behind. No 
matter what the costs or risks involved, everyone comes home. This, of 


course, is in the nature of the honor of the men and women of our armed 
forces. But honor is a two-way street, and those who desert, especially in the 
face of the enemy, are often held in contempt. Given this, the circumstances 
surrounding Bowe Bergdahl’s release from Taliban captivity came under 
immediate scrutiny. 


Soldiers who had served with Bergdahl claimed that he had left his post in 
Afghanistan voluntarily, and that he had, in fact, deserted 2” Subsequently, 
soldiers reported being threatened by the Obama administration to remain 
silent about what they knew about Bergdahl’s disappearance.~= According 
to reports by a private intelligence agency contracted by the Defense 
Department, Bergdahl also converted to Islam and declared jihad while in 
captivity 2 

Adding together the increased jeopardy of Americans worldwide by 
negotiating with terrorists (and by the activities of the five terrorist leaders 
we released), the doubts over whether Bergdahl was captured or had 
deserted, the lopsidedness of the swap, and not informing Congress of the 
details of the planned exchange, what was thought to be a political win for 
Obama was now a huge political liability. Responsibility (or blame) for the 
swap was directed away from Obama when Administration officials 
suddenly claimed that Secretary of Defense Chuck Hagel had actually been 


the one to make the final call on the swap. 22 


The Obama administration justified the swap by saying that the United 
States never leaves any of our service members behind—a justification that 
rings hollow given the four Americans left behind in Benghazi, or the U.S. 
Marine who had been held in captivity in Mexico, whom Obama didn’t 
seem motivated to bring to freedom, or the servicemen still in Iran despite 
our sudden willingness to negotiate with Tehran. Bergdahl, according to 
members of his platoon, was a deserter, yet he was traded for five high-level 
Taliban members, who are likely to rejoin their fight against America. Was 
this really about Bergdahl, or emptying Gitmo? In January 2015, military 
and intelligence officials had already suspected that one of those released 


rejoined the fight 2% 


Obama clearly thought he would be considered a hero for securing 
Bergdahl’s freedom, and would enjoy more political capital to spend on his 
agenda at home. Instead, it became yet another foreign policy blunder—a 
blunder that encourages our enemies and endangers all Americans. On 
March 25, 2015, ten months after his release, Sgt. Bergdahl was charged 


with desertion. If convicted, he faces life in prison.“ 


186.The Boston Marathon Bombing 
As of the writing of this book, the Boston Marathon has been settled in 


federal court, with the conviction of Dzhokhar Tsarnaev and his subsequent 
death sentence. FBI probes into how the Tsarnaev brothers were able to 
carry out their plot and elude antiterrorism investigators are underway, but it 
will likely take some time to put all of the pieces together. What we do 
know at this time suggests that the Obama administration could have 
prevented the tragedy that occurred on April 15, 2013. 


Less than two months before the bombing, Obama had issued a “National 
Policy for Countering Improvised Explosive Devices,” in which he wrote 
“we must not become complacent,” over the threats of improvised explosive 
devices (IEDs) at home and abroad.“ However, the day after the bombing, 
it was revealed that the budget for domestic bomb prevention had been cut 
to $11 million by the Obama administration. The budget was $20 million 
during the Bush Administration. 


Obama has argued that a mere two percent reduction in government 
spending due to the sequestration of government spending that followed the 
2011 debt ceiling negotiation would have been devastating to our country, 
yet cutting 45 percent from domestic bomb prevention was apparently 
inconsequential to him. Had the Obama administration not made those cuts, 
would the bombing have been prevented? There’s no way to tell, but it 
certainly appears Obama had become very complacent about the threat of 
terrorism here in the United States. 


Unfortunately, Obama’s complacency over the threat of terrorism 
manifested itself in other ways. Just a few days after the bombing, the FBI 
was able to identify two suspects in the bombing: Chechen brothers 
Tamerlan Tsarnaev, 26, and Dzhokhar Tsarnaev, 19, who came to America 
as refugees in 2002. Tamerlan had been arrested in 2009 for domestic 
violence. The Obama administration could have deported him after the 
arrest, but did not.“ Why wasn’t he deported then? Two years later, 
Tamerlan was interrogated by the FBI, at the request of the Russian 
government, regarding possible extremist ties.“ Government spying on 
civilians has also been up under Obama, yet Tamerlan was not under 
surveillance by the federal government. Why not? We have someone with 
possible extremist ties and a police record that the Obama administration 


chose not to deport and was not keeping an eye on. 


One explanation could be the Obama administration’s unwillingness to 
link terrorism and Islamic extremism. On the evening of April 19, 2013, 
after Dzhokhar Tsarnaev was caught, Obama, speaking to the nation, 
devoted nearly twenty percent of his statement to talking about diversity and 
not rushing to judgment about the motives of the terrorists.“ It had already 
been widely reported that Tamerlan had shared radical Islamic videos online 


in support of killing enemies of Islam, but Obama wanted us to turn a blind 


eye to the bombers’ motives. 


A week after the bombings, it was revealed that the Russian government 
had actually warned the FBI “multiple times” about Tamerlan’s radicalism, 
but the agency was “more concerned with al-Qaeda and other Middle 
Eastern terrorist groups,” and overlooked the threat of Chechen terrorists.2* 


A major intelligence failure appears to have taken place. 


The Obama administration needs to answer a lot of questions about why 
the eldest brother wasn’t on the FBI’s radar, and why resources for 
preventing domestic terrorism were slashed. 


187.Missing The Opportunity to Destroy Al-Qaeda 


The death of Osama bin Laden in May 2011 was not only a great moment 
in the War on Terror, it was also the biggest missed opportunity. Had 
Barack Obama been less interested in getting credit for (and benefiting 
politically from) bin Laden’s death and more interested in actually defeating 
al-Qaeda, the War on Terror perhaps would have turned out better in the 
years following the terror mastermind’s death. 


In addition to bin Laden’s body, there were also papers, hard drives and 
thumb drives containing a treasure trove of intelligence removed from his 
lair. According to bestselling author and award-winning investigative 
journalist Richard Miniter, the potential to wipe out al-Qaeda was lost 
because “Obama ran to the cameras and raced to tell the world that bin 
Laden was dead.” According to Miniter, the data collected included “the 
whereabouts of al-Qaeda’s senior commanders, the secret sources of funds, 
its hideouts, its sleeper cells, its pending plots.”“° Had Obama waited a few 
weeks for U.S. intelligence agencies to translate and analyze the captured 
documents, they would have had actionable intelligence that “nearly every 
al-Qaeda leader could have been killed or captured.” 


It gets worse. Not only did Obama miss the opportunity to wipe out al- 
Qaeda, but he deliberately misled America about al-Qaeda’s supposed 
demise in order to get reelected. According to five senior U.S. intelligence 
officials “the documents (captured from bin Laden) sat largely untouched 
for months—perhaps as long as a year.”"~! At that point, the 2012 
presidential election was six months away, and Obama was going around the 
country repeating the claim that al-Qaeda was near its demise. Nothing 
could have been further from the truth, and the captured documents proved 
that. Al-Qaeda, the documents showed, was alive and well and growing. In 
order to keep Americans in the dark about this before the election, the 
Obama administration limited the Defense Intelligence Agency’s access to 
the documents “and instructed DIA officials to stop producing analyses 
based on them.” 


Obama covered up the truth about al-Qaeda so that he could use al- 
Qaeda’s demise as a campaign talking point, even as al-Qaeda was growing 
and getting stronger. It is unfortunate that the most important aspect of bin 
Laden’s death for Obama was the political consequences, because he failed 
to capitalize on the strategic benefits the United States secured from the 
documents that were recovered. Had Obama not rushed to take credit and 
taken advantage of the intelligence received, the demise of al-Qaeda may 
have become a factual talking point, instead of a fictional one. 


188.Terrorist Attacks on US Soil (and Obama’s Denialism) 


At least six terrorist attacks on U.S. soil have been successful on Obama’s 
watch. The Fort Hood shootings on November 5, 2009, the bombing of the 
Social Security building in Casa Grande, Arizona on November 30, 2012, 
the Boston Marathon bombing on April 15, 2013, the July 16, 2015 
Chattanooga, TN attack, the shootings in San Bernadino, CA in December 
of 2015, and the June 12, 2016 mass shooting in Orlando, FL. There’ve been 
other potentially terror-related incidents, more limited in scope, including a 
pair of brutal murders of police officers in New York City, a beheading in 
Oklahoma City, the shooting that took place outside of Pamela Gellar’s 
irreverent “Draw Mohammed” art contest in Garland, TX, and a drive-by 
shooting at a military base in Little Rock, AK. But even if you want to limit 
the count to the first six, that’s a lot of bloodshed in the name of the prophet 
right here at home, and these are the attacks that succeeded. There were at 
least two others that could have been just as devastating and failed only 
because the perpetrators weren’t competent in their execution of well-laid 
plans. 


A plot by al-Qaeda leaders in Yemen to blow up a plane over Detroit on 
Christmas Day in 2009 was carried out by Abdul Farouk Umar 
Abdulmutallab, who had explosives sewn into his underwear. The attempt 
was nearly successful, but Abdulmutallab failed to detonate the explosives 
properly. He was subdued by passengers and arrested upon landing. This 
was a gross failure of the system. Abdulmutallab had been on a US. terror 
watch-list and his own father had recognized his son’s radicalism and 
informed the U.S. Embassy in Nigeria alerting them that his son was a 


potential threat to the United States. 


Less than six months later, there was another close call with an attempted 
car bombing in Times Square. On May 10, 2010, two street vendors noticed 
smoke coming from a parked car in Times Square. The car bomb had been 
ignited but failed to explode. The bomb was disarmed and no one was hurt 
or killed. Faisal Shahzad, who had been trained at a Pakistani terror training 
camp, was arrested two days later. The plot was directed and financed by the 


Pakistani Taliban. 


The Washington Times reported, in May of 2010, that Shahzad “was on 
the Department of Homeland Security’s Traveler Enforcement Compliance 
System list as late as 2008. The Obama administration removed him from 
that list. He also was under the scrutiny of the national Joint Terrorism Task 
Force until the Obama administration waved it off the case.” Had Shahzad 
been a more competent terrorist, the Obama administration would have had 
to answer a lot of question about their actions. 


Adding insult to injury, while all of this bloodshed occurred, Obama 
steadfastly refused to acknowledge the source of the violence. In the run-up 
to his re-election effort in 2012, Obama couldn’t risk the political 
ramifications of having successful terrorist attacks in the U.S. on his watch, 
and so the Fort Hood and Social Security incidents (which occurred during 
his first term) were not classified as terrorism, despite all the evidence that 
these were, in fact, acts of terror. 


Nidal Malik Hasan, the U.S. Army major who shot and killed 13 people 
and wounded many others, had been in contact with Anwar al-Awlaki, a 
radical American-born imam who had been under investigation by U.S. 
intelligence agencies for years. In December of 2011, it was revealed that 
Obama’s Department of Defense had classified the shooting as “workplace 


violence.”~? Even Obama would not describe the shooting as terrorism.“ 


Abdullalltif Ali Aldosary, the Iraqi refugee who created a homemade 
explosive and bombed a Social Security building, had previously been 
denied U.S. citizenship for “terror-related activity.” Aldosary had planned 
the bombing in advance, and had researched terrorist bombs. According to 
the criminal complaint, documents on how to build bombs were hidden 
behind a picture in his home, and he also tried to obtain information on how 
to create RDX, a powerful military high-yield explosive, which has been 
used in many terrorist plots. Despite all this, Aldosary was not charged 
with terrorism. Instead, he was charged with “maliciously damaging federal 
property by means of explosives,” and with illegal possession of a 


firearm. 


After the election, and despite no serious risk to Obama or his party, 
Obama still refused to refer to the term “radical Islamic terrorism” or 
“Jihadist”, and still insisted on calling the San Bernadino and Orlando 
attacks bouts of gun violence, as though they were common crime to be 
dealt with by our justice system and not acts of war. If the government 
doesn’t recognize a terror attack as a terror attack, then Obama keeps his 
legacy free of terror attacks. But, calling it “workplace violence” or 
“damaging federal property” doesn’t change the truth of Obama’s record on 


domestic terrorism. 
189.Whitewashing Islamic Terrorism 


While Obama’s refusal to link blatant acts of terrorism with radical Islam 
is well documented, and, honestly, quite disturbing, his Orwellian 
attempts to censor references to Islamic terrorism from the public have far 
worse implications. On March 31, 2016, President Obama and President 
Hollande of France gave joint remarks to the press on terrorism. Video of 
the remarks were posted on the White House, then briefly removed, then re- 
posted. The re-posted video edited out portions of Hollande’s remarks where 
he referred to “Islamist terrorism.” Suddenly, Obama’s policy of not 
referring to Islamic terrorism now included altering audio and video to 
remove references to Islamic terrorism. 


But perhaps the worst example came in the wake of the Orlando mass 
shooting. The public was already aware through earlier media reporting of 
eyewitness accounts that the gunman had pledged allegiance to Allah and 
ISIS, but that didn’t stop the Obama administration from trying to frame the 
incident as a bigoted act of gun violence rather than an act of Islamic terror. 
But, their denialism eventually turned into full-fledged revisionism. A week 
after the shooting, the FBI released edited transcripts of the 911 calls made 
by gunman Omar Mateen, omitting all references to Islam and ISIS, which 
makes this blatant attempt to rewrite history even more baffling. Outrage 
naturally followed, and the FBI and Justice Department eventually released 
the full transcripts later the same afternoon. Despite the fact Mateen’s 
motives were crystal clear, the day after the full transcripts were released, 
Attorney General Loretta Lynch declared that Mateen’s motives may never 


be known. Really? “2 


Why would the Obama administration try to whitewash the real 
motivations of Mateen from the public? If anything, keeping such 
information from the public can only make us less safe. With regular terror 
attacks on U.S. soil becoming a new reality on Obama’s watch, he should be 
more concerned with protecting us than with protecting radical Islamists. 


190.Intelligence Failures in the San Bernardino and Orlando Mass 
Shootings 


As Obama’s presidency draws to a close, the violence here at home seems 
to be on the rise. As previously mentioned, there have been two particularly 
bloody mass shootings since late 2015, one in San Bernadino, CA involving 
Syed Rizwan Farook and Tashfeen Malik, a married couple who’d been 
radicalized in Afghanistan and took to their Jihad at a Christmas party with 
their colleagues,“ the other a lone gunman who held an Orlando gay night 


club hostage and slaughtered fifty young men and women, then called police 


to declare his allegiance to ISIS “4 We do not blame Barack Obama for 
these incidents — even a well-oiled intelligence machine is going to miss a 
plot every now and then. Instead, we intend to highlight massive failures of 
the intelligence apparatus and demonstrate the connection of those failures 
to the Obama administration’s politically correct policy toward radical 
Islam. 


Following the San Bernardino attack, during which fourteen people were 
killed and twenty-two were injured, as Barack Obama took to the airwaves 
in a rare televised address from the Oval Office to denounce the ‘gun 
violence’ and insist that conservatives get behind ‘common sense gun 
reforms’, real questions about the effectiveness of our domestic terrorism 
prevention apparatus began to surface. In the wake of the chaos, it was 
revealed that Malik had been granted a green card despite the fact that her 
public writings and social media presence, while in Afghanistan, revealed a 
strong radical streak.“ On top of that, neighbors observed a host of deeply 
troubling behavior from the young couple— massive shipments of supplies to 
their garage, strangers coming and going at odd hours and the like — and 
chose not to report it to police for fear of being branded racists for engaging 
in ‘profiling’ And following up on any leads they might have gained 
from Farook’s cell phone became impossible when agents investigating the 


attack blundered into locking up the phone with no way to recover it 7 


Then, in the summer of 2016, following the grisly murder of fifty 
innocent people in Orlando, FL, the Jihadi attacker’s history came to light, 
and cast further doubts on the seriousness of our security policy. The man 
responsible, Omar Mateen, had, twice before, been on the FBI’s radar as a 
possible terrorist threat and no action was taken. They even interviewed him 
three times in 2013 and 2014 due to his having contacts who were known 
terrorists. In fact, the FBI dropped their investigation of Mateen after 
concluding that concerns over his terroristic threats were the result of anti- 


Muslim bigotry of his coworkers.2% 


Indeed, Mateen had let plenty of clues about his radical leanings and 
mental instability in recent years, including harassing his colleagues, 
spewing racist and sexist slurs at work, being arrested for beating his ex- 
wife, and leaving an extensive social media trail between him and Jihadis. 
Oh, and did we mention that Mateen’s father was, at the time of the 
shooting, running for the Presidency...of Afghanistan — as a pro-Taliban 
figure with years of social media propagandizing for the Taliban behind 
him? But the kicker, it would appear, is that Mateen was a member of a 
radical mosque in Orlando that some in the intelligence community have 
wanted to be investigated for its radical preaching and ties to terrorist 
affiliates, but Obama senior officials ignored the threat posed by this 


mosque. 


We could forgive the intelligence community for missing one or two 
terrorists — they are doing their best under very difficult circumstances — but 
what we cannot forgive is an administrative climate that appears to slow the 
counter-terrorism forces’ response to potential threats, interfere with their 
ability to investigate radicals, demand that agents err on the side of inaction 
rather than action lest accusations of profiling surface, and, in general, hold 
back our best people from effectively doing their jobs. When you compound 
this climate with the rapidly rising pace of ISIS and Al Qaeda-backed terror 
plots on U.S. soil and the culture of politically correct intimidation of the 
citizenry, what you get is a recipe for disaster. 


191.The Benghazi Attack & Cover Up 


There is much we don’t know about what happened on September 11, 
2012, when the American consulate in Benghazi, Libya was attacked, along 
with the U.S. Embassy in Cairo, Egypt. We know that, in Benghazi, four 
Americans were killed, including U.S. Ambassador to Libya, Christopher 
Stevens. Investigations are still ongoing and we don’t have a comprehensive 
statement about what happened from Obama. But, there are some things 
about the Benghazi attack which cannot be doubted: 


*The attack was clearly carried out by terrorists linked to al Qaeda and 
this fact was known in the administration within hours of the attack. 12! 


*The murdered Ambassador in Benghazi had called repeatedly for 


additional security for our diplomatic posts in Benghazi. 4 


*Former Defense Secretary Leon Panetta has testified that he 
personally informed Obama that the consulate was under attack, and 
that they didn’t speak again for another six hours, contradicting 
previous claims by Obama that he was fully engaged with the 


response.422 


*Obama’s former Secretary of State, Hillary Clinton, has testified that 
she never read the cables from Libya insisting upon the need for greater 


security. 22 


*Survivors of the attack are under federal gag order, preventing them 
from discussing or testifying about what happened.“ 


eA Senate Intelligence Committee report found that the State 


Department failed to increase security, despite deteriorating safety 


conditions in the area 24 


*While early reports of a “stand down” order were determined to be 


false, a House Armed Services Committee report faulted the White 
House for not providing adequate security, and for ignoring or failing 
to comprehend “the dramatically deteriorating security situation in 
Libya and the growing threat to U.S. interests in the region.” The 
Defense Department also knew that it was terrorist attack “nearly from 
the outset.“ 


*The claim that an obscure, anti-Islamic video was the cause of a 
spontaneous demonstration that got out of hand was an outright lie, but 
the Obama administration used the video connection as a talking point 
anyway” This was proven in April 2014, when a declassified email 
revealed by Judicial Watch showed that the White House played a 
central role in falsely blaming the video in order to protect Obama. 
Charles Krauthammer called the email “a classic cover-up of a cover- 


up,” and a “serious offense.”/24 


*State Department documents, released in June 2015, also confirmed 
that the White House was immediately involved in crafting the “blame 


the video” strategy.” 


With the attack occurring two months before the presidential election, it is 
quite clear that the White House cared more about getting Obama reelected 
than the four Americans who died needlessly because of the Obama 
administration's incompetence. Protecting Obama trumped everything, 
especially the truth. The Obama administration was willing to deliberately 
deceive the entire country rather than risk political fallout. What happened 
in Benghazi was preventable, and the cover-up that followed was positively 
Nixonian. 


192.Failures of Inaction 


In addition to his failures in places like Iraq and Afghanistan detailed 
elsewhere in this book, Obama’s intellectual blind spots in the Middle East 
and the surrounding countries have taken a significant toll on the entire 
region. The Middle East is difficult for any president, but the setbacks 
resulting from Obama’s policies have been particularly severe. 


In June of 2009, millions of Iranians took peacefully to the streets in the 
“Green Revolution”, demanding democracy. Obama made no effort to back 
the Iranian people—claiming he didn’t want to meddle in Iranian affairs— 
and ignored Iranian freedom fighters’ request for aid.*”° The Iranian 
government slaughtered those moderates and freedom fighters in the streets, 
crushing any hope America had of procuring an ally in the region and 
feeding into Islamic propaganda claiming that the U.S. is no friend to 
freedom, only intervening when they have something to gain. 


While Obama didn’t want to help the Iranians free themselves of a 
dictatorship, Obama was perfectly content to push former Egyptian 
President Hosni Mubarak, an ally of the United States, to step down in 2011 
during the Arab Spring uprisings, thus ushering in a terrorist, Muslim 
Brotherhood government. Obama then helped the Muslim Brotherhood 
government by waiving human rights requirements, thus allowing for 
continued military aid to Egypt, despite horrific human rights violations. 
One could argue that, with or without American intervention, Mubarak’s 
days were numbered, but the real failure here was one of inaction. When the 
Muslim Brotherhood government was at risk of being ousted by popular 
revolt backed by Egypt’s military, Obama first backed the Brotherhood, 
threatening to cut military aid in response to the uprising“! Then, as chaos 
and violence erupted in the country, Obama chose to step back and wash his 
hands of it, declaring “America cannot determine the future of Egypt.”” 
Ultimately, the people of Egypt and their military joined hands to rid their 
home of the cancerous Muslim Brotherhood, with no help or encouragement 
from President Obama. Obama’s incoherent strategy in Egypt has 
diminished America’s standing and influence in the country, leaving the 
moderates now in control of the nation to wonder whether it’s in their best 
interests to ally with the U.S., or whether they should join with Saudi Arabia 
instead. 


As previously noted, Obama’s inaction in Syria, following Assad’s use of 
sarin gas on rebels in 2013, has led to the formation of an alliance between 
Iran and Assad, whilst simultaneously convincing many rebels to join with 
ISIS as their only viable ally against Assad, playing into the local belief that 
the U.S. is not a reliable ally. Leon Panetta, who had previously served as 
Obama’s CIA Director and Secretary of Defense, said Obama damaged the 
credibility of the United States by drawing a red line then failing to follow 
through According to Panetta, Obama’s failures in Syria and his early 
withdrawal from Iraq (against the advice of his advisors) led to the rise of 
ISIS in both countries. In Afghanistan, Obama’s 2010 troop surge failed 
to stop the Taliban’s momentum there, as he wasn’t committed to an 


aggressive military posture. “= 


Obama’s counterterrorism strategy in Yemen also collapsed with the fall 
of the U.S.-backed Yemeni government in January 2015. Months earlier, 
Obama had dubbed the strategy a successful model for fighting the Islamic 
State in Iraq and Syria But here, again, we see that those who are so far 
emerging triumphant in Yemen are Iranian-backed Islamists. In fact, so 
threatening is this to Yemen’s neighbors that Saudi Arabia has actually 
launched a military campaign to roll back the Iranian-backed forces. 
Likewise, as the sectarian violence in Lebanon worsened in 2014 and 


2015,“ spurred on by ISIS fighters in the region, Obama chose to take no 
action, resulting in the collapse of security in Beirut — one of the most 
economically crucial cities in the Middle East. This particular inaction is 
still ongoing, and the security of Lebanon is, as of this writing, still very 


much in doubt.228 


All these failures in the region have added up. James Jeffrey, Obama’s 
former U.S. Ambassador to Iraq, said, in March 2015, that the Middle East 
is destabilizing faster under Obama. “The situation has gotten worse, and the 
recipes that we have tried to use to stem the violence and to stem the 
destabilization, the basic challenge to the nation states in the region, by one 
or another Islamic religious movement, be it the Iranians, be it ISIS and al 
Qaeda, have not been successful, and now we’re at a crisis point.” Robert 
Gates, who served as Obama’s first Secretary of Defense, said, in an 
interview in May 2015, that he didn’t think the Obama administration had 
any Middle East strategy. “We’re basically sort of playing this day to 
day.”132 


193.The ISIS Intelligence Scandal 


As a U.S. Senator, Barack Obama joined the chorus of liberal politicians 
claiming that George W. Bush manipulated intelligence about Iraq in order 
to justify going to war in 2002. As president, he would find himself 
embroiled in an intelligence scandal of his own. 


In the summer of 2015, it was revealed that the Pentagon inspector 
general was investigating claims that high-ranking military officials were 
manipulating intelligence assessments of the war against ISIS.1%! According 
to a report by The Daily Beast, more than 50 CENTCOM intelligence 
analysts had formally complained that their intelligence reports regarding 
ISIS were being “inappropriately altered by senior officials.” According to 
the analysts, intelligence reports were manipulated to portray ISIS as weaker 
than it really was, so that the intelligence mirrored the “the administration’s 
public line that the U.S. is winning the battle both against ISIS and al Nusra, 
al Qaeda’s branch in Syria.” 


Barack Obama’s intelligence chief, James Clapper, was directly 
implicated in the scandal, for having had “frequent and unusual contact” 
with the military intelligence officer implicated in the investigation, Army 
Major General Steven Grove. Clapper — who, in 2013, gave false testimony 
to the Senate about the scope of domestic surveillance — was speaking daily 
with Grove, telling him the administration’s perception on the outlook of the 
war, and questioning CENTCOM’s assessments. All of this raises questions 
about how much Clapper’s boss, Obama, knew about the manipulation of 


intelligence.“ 


Obama, true to form, claimed he was unaware of the details of the 
investigation. During a press conference, Obama claimed, “What I do know 
is my expectation, which is the highest fidelity to facts, data—the truth.” 
But, according to retired Lt. Gen. Michael Flynn, Obama’s former top 
military intelligence official, the investigation of manipulated intelligence 
should focus on the White House. In an interview with Fox News, Flynn 
said, “Where intelligence starts and stops is at the White House. The 
president sets the priorities and he’s the number one customer.”/ Flynn 
also told CNN that in 2011 and 2012 Obama ignored intelligence reports 
warning about the rise of ISIS because they did not fit the narrative of his 


reelection campaign.1235 


While pre-war intelligence about Iraq may have been incorrect, there is 
actual evidence that intelligence about ISIS was deliberately doctored to 
benefit Obama politically while he was running for reelection. While this 
may have prevented Obama from being held accountable for the 
destabilization of the Middle East before he was reelected, there’s no telling 
what damage was done because of it. 


During war operations, especially, the collection and analysis of 
intelligence is crucial. What sort of intelligence on enemy strength and 
intentions provided by the Commander in Chief guides the actions of the 
troops in the field. The lives of military personnel are risked based upon 
what the supposed best intelligence says. If intelligence is manipulated in 
order to paint a far more positive situation than the facts warrant, then lives 
may be needlessly lost and the enemy not hit where they are most 
vulnerable. It is one thing for a politician to spin a situation to obtain 
maximum political advantage or damage control, but to put the lives of the 
men and women of our armed forces at risk in order to support a political 
narrative is nothing short of criminal. 


194.The Libyan Quagmire 


The Arab Spring led to a series of protests through North Africa, from 
Somalia and South Sudan to Egypt to Libya to Morocco, varying in severity 
and violence primarily in proportion to the level of control the leaders of 
each nation were able to exert. Mubarak in Egypt was widely unpopular and, 
without any involvement from the US beyond rhetoric, that regime 
collapsed into a violent struggle between the Muslim Brotherhood and the 
moderates. In Libya, however, there was little indication that anything more 
than localized violence had erupted in the spring of 2011 when Barack 
Obama inexplicably decided that the regime of eccentric dictator Muammar 
Gaddafi must end. In fact, Gaddafi previously had the favor of the United 
States because he’d proven a strong ally in the fight against terrorist groups 
like Al Qaeda. 


Despite no vital security threats to the United States and, counter to after- 
action claims by the left, no indication that Gaddafi’s regime was in any 
danger of collapse, Obama chose to meddle in Libya.%* Rather than taking 
a leading role, he stepped back and let NATO handle the formulation of 
strategy in the region, though he was the driving force behind the plan, and 
the results were disastrous.12 Gaddafi toppled alright, but, in his place, 
there was only a civil war between radicals and what was left of Gaddafi’s 
military. Obama refused to help the military train soldiers and police to fight 
terrorists or provide material aid to them, leading to the rise of the Islamic 
State and Al Qaeda in the country.7~8 In short, Obama and then-Secretary of 
State Hillary Clinton took a stable, albeit repressive country that had been an 
ally in the fight against terrorism, and turned it into a breeding ground for 
the most radical of Jihadis in a feeble attempt at nation building. The 
Obama/Clinton Libyan misadventure was everything many disliked about 
the war in Iraq only much, much worse. Unlike Iraq, Obama committed U.S. 
forces for the intervention in Libya without a congressional declaration of 
war, violating the War Powers Act of 1973122 Libya, like Iraq, suffered 
greatly at the hands of Obama’s foreign policy decisions, turning the once 


stable and prosperous country into a terrorist haven. 12% 


Obama had defended the mission to the American people saying he acted 
to “prevent a massacre” and inaction would have been “a betrayal of who 
we are.” It sure seems that, far from preventing a massacre, he created 
one; and that blood is on his hands. 


195.Obama’s Syria Debacle 


During a press conference on August 20, 2012, President Obama asserted 
that, while he had no plan for a U.S. military intervention in Syria, engaged 
in civil war for over a year, that the “moving around” or use of chemical 
weapons would be a “red line” that would “change my calculus; that would 
change my equation.”22 


Once Obama drew his “red line” he was caught in a bind: if chemical 
weapons were moved or used, he’d have to do something or look like the 
biggest fool and weakling in the world. The Assad regime in Syria clearly 
didn’t consider Obama’s threats to be serious, as there were continual 
reports of Syrian movement of chemical weapons and even reports of 
chemical weapons usage over the next year. In April 2013, Defense 
Secretary Chuck Hagel and Secretary of State John Kerry were all saying 
that the Assad regime had used chemical weapons, and Obama’s “red line” 
had been crossed.“ Senate Intelligence Committee Chair Dianne Feinstein 
also said, “It is clear that ‘red lines’ have been crossed and action must be 
taken to prevent larger scale use.” But, no action was taken. Obama’s 


“red line” had become rather pink and blurred. 


Finally, the White House acknowledged the use of chemical weapons by 
the Assad regime in various sites outside Damascus on August 21, 2013, a 
year and one day after Obama’s “red line” speech, killing more than 1,400 
people.“ Obama, by his own words, had to do something. What followed 
was nothing less than an embarrassing display of incompetence, with the 


entire world watching. 


Obama was unable to garner enough global support for an attack on the 
Assad regime. Soon after attack plans were finalized, the British government 
backed out, putting Obama in the awkward position of having to go it alone, 
if at all “4° Obama would also find that he wouldn’t find enough support for 
strikes against Syria at home either. A vote in Congress looked like it might 
even fail completely“ Obama then claimed that he had a right, as 
commander-in-chief, to order a military strike against Syria without 
congressional approval, and backpedaled on his “red line” remarks, falsely 
claiming, “I didn’t set a red line; the world set a red line.” He also asserted, 
“My credibility is not on the line. The international community’s credibility 
is on the line. And America’s and Congress’s credibility is on the line.” 
Apparently, the credibility of everyone but the commander-in-chief, the man 


who set the “red line,” was on the line 8 


Opposition for military action against Syria grew. Polls showed that the 
American people strongly opposed a strike*“” In order gin up support, 
Obama had Secretary of State Kerry “reassure” the public that a strike 
against Syria would be “unbelievably small.”/2 This did little to move 
public opinion, but certainly proved to Assad that any action by Obama 
would be relatively quick and painless. With the promised military strike in 
doubt, Obama waived a federal ban on arming terrorists in order to provide 


aid to Syrian rebels who were linked to al-Qaeda! 


In the end, and to the detriment of American prestige and military might, 
Russia came to Obama’s rescue and brokered a deal which got Obama off 
the hook for military action in return for a promise by Syria to surrender 
their chemical weapons.122 Of course, the deal, itself, was a humiliation for 
the United States. Obama’s red line was crossed with no action from us; 
Russia got a massive increase in influence as they got their ally, Assad, out 
of a tight spot; Iran was able to continue funneling money, fighters and 
weapons to the Assad regime and all of this wreck and ruin for U.S. policy 
was bought with a paper agreement by Assad to surrender his chemical 
weapons. But, the Assad regime failed to honor the agreement, as the first 
deadline for the surrender of his stockpile of chemical weapons was not met. 
Naturally, Assad’s non-compliance was downplayed by the Obama 


administration“ In February 2014, Obama’s own Secretary of State, John 


Kerry, admitted that Obama’s Syria policy was a failure.“ 


Obama was partially right, though. America’s credibility worldwide was 
on the line, but, as President and Commander-In-Chief, the damage done to 
America’s credibility was his fault and responsibility. It’s hard to say if time 
will ever reverse the damage he’s done as some of the very forces he armed 
have turned their weapons against free people in Iraq and Syria, and not 
against the Assad regime, helping to empower and supply ISIS. 


196.Boko Haram 


Ranked by the Global Terrorism Index as one of the world’s most deadly 
terrorist forces,“°°° Boko Haram in Nigeria rocketed to international 
attention with the kidnapping of hundreds of schoolgirls in April of 2014.4 
It swiftly became known that the fate Boko Haram had for these girls was 
either their sale into slavery or their forced marriage to Boko Haram 
fighters. The people of the world were justly outraged by this, but Boko 
Haram had been around for many years prior to this outrage. 


While the origins of the group go back to the early 2000s, it was only in 
2009 that Boko Haram was able to start cutting a bloody swath through 
Nigerian society, which is divided about equally between Muslim and 
Christian citizens. Between 2009 and 2014, Boko Haram murdered 
thousands of people in scores of terrorist attacks, with the targets very often 
being Christian churches while services were being held. For years, 
lawmakers, U.S. officials, and outside groups were calling on the Obama 


administration to label Boko Haram as a terrorist organization,!2 but no 


action was taken until after the kidnapping outrage “2° 


Why, did the Obama administration ignore Boko Haram and refuse to 
allocate any resources to its defeat? There are some in Nigeria who accuse 
Obama and his senior adviser David Axelrod of conspiring to harm the 
Nigerian economy and hand the northern part of the country to Boko Haram, 
in the hopes of ousting sitting Nigerian President Jonathan, whose 
challenger was backed by AKPD, a Nigerian consulting group funded by 
Axelrod“ We concede that this theory is speculative, but what is not 
speculative is the blood-soaked cost of Obama’s inaction on Boko Haram. 


After ignoring the problem for years and only taking notice when the 
situation escalated enough to potentially embarrass him, Obama made 
vigorous statements about how the United States would react forcefully 
against Boko Haram.“ However, the whole action seemed to amount to 
First Lady Michelle Obama tweeting a photo of herself holding up a sign 
with “#BringBackOurGirls” printed on it in May 2014. But, other than that, 


not much has been done. In fact, Boko Haram’s murders increased by 300 
percent from 2014 to 2015, despite Michelle Obama’s tweet.“ Indeed, our 
best experts believe it is beyond doubt that Boko Haram _ benefited 


significantly from the State Department’s inaction. 2? 


A bloody price has been paid by Obama’s inaction to confront the threat 
of Boko Haram. Boko Haram’s death toll is now in the thousands and the 
organization is claiming enormous influence over Africa’s most prosperous 
nation, and the best Obama can muster is hashtag diplomacy. Whether or not 
he had personal reasons to ignore this group, there is no justification for 
failing to act, refusing to provide arms and intelligence at the request of the 
Nigerian government, and sealing the fates of thousands of Christians. 


197.Losing Afghanistan 


Barack Obama has long referred to the war in Afghanistan as “the right 
war,” but, as conditions in the country have shown, he messed it up 
badly.%@ Fulfilling his campaign promise, as president, Obama shifted 
resources to and increased troops in Afghanistan, and completed the 
withdrawal of U.S. forces from Iraq. Unfortunately, Obama never really 
considered the war in Afghanistan his responsibility, and according to 
Secretary of Defense Robert Gates, Obama was more concerned with 
getting out of Afghanistan than a long term victory strategy. “The president 
doesn’t trust his commander, can’t stand Karzai, doesn’t believe in his own 
strategy and doesn’t consider the war to be his,” Gates wrote in his memoir. 


“For him, it’s all about getting out. ”204 


Despite Obama’s shifted focus to Afghanistan, conditions in the country 
declined significantly after he became Commander-in-Chief. Nearly three- 
quarters of U.S. casualties in Afghanistan came after his troop surge.“ A 
burgeoning opium trade (despite U.S. efforts to curtail it) and government 
corruption threaten the country’s long-term stability/“% Relations with 
Afghanistan also deteriorated under Obama, culminating with his 
threatening Karzai with full U.S. troop withdrawal by the end of 2014 due to 
an impasse over a security agreement“ He made good on his threat and 
began withdrawal, only to reverse his decision in October 2015 after 
“extensive, lengthy review.” In other words, when it was clear that the 
Taliban was regaining influence® It is truly shocking that American 
policy in Afghanistan is so completely timid that Afghan elections and 
Obama’s lack of seriousness when asked to compromise have led to this 


outcome 122 


Obama may not have wanted to be a wartime Commander-in-Chief, but 
he asked the American people to make him one in 2008 and again in 2012. It 
was his job to ensure American victory, but victory has never been his 


objective, and Afghanistan is worse off because of it. According to Elise 
Jordan of The Daily Beast, “Afghanistan today is much more violent than 
when Obama came into office. Fewer Americans may be dying. But many 
more Afghan civilians are being killed, according to U.N. statistics. More 
guns, more warlords, more militias—that’s Obama’s probable legacy. It’s 
what happens when you can’t deal with reality and commit one way or the 
other in wartime—you lose.” 


198.Losing Iraq 


Obama may have sold himself to the liberal base of the Democrat party in 
2008 as the candidate who most hated the war in Iraq, but by choosing to 
run for President, once he became Commander-In-Chief, Iraq became his 
responsibility. That he didn't start the campaign is no excuse for him letting 
Iraq be lost, but that is exactly what he did. 


When Obama took over as Commander-In-Chief, things were looking up 
for Iraq. The country was relatively stable, thanks to the hard fighting of 
both American and Iraqi forces and the troop surge in 2007, which then- 
Senator Obama opposed. Various radical Islamist groups inside Iraq had 
been decimated and the level of violence was down to a place where Iraqi 
forces, backed up at need by American troops, could secure the peace. The 
war, for all intents and purposes, had been won. All Obama had to do was to 
maintain U.S. support for Iraq and things would be fine. 


Obama’s main anti-Bush promises in the 2008 presidential campaign had 
been to close the Guantanamo Bay prison and the get us out of Iraq. Failing 
almost immediately on the closing Guantanamo Bay, Obama became 
determined to at least get us out of Iraq at the earliest possible moment. 
Obama refused to view Iraq as “his” problem. It appears that in his mind, the 
war there was Bush’s problem. But President Obama bungled the 
negotiations with Iraq over a “status of forces agreement” which would have 
allowed as many as 20,000 U.S. troops to remain in Iraq for training, 


support and (in an emergency) to fight 22 


When the Obama administration announced a full withdrawal of U.S. 
troops by the end of 2011, there was a promised commitment to Iraq’s future 
stability. 22 But, experts worried that, without American backup, the still- 
maturing Iraqi military and still evolving Iraqi government would not be 
able to handle a renewed attack by Islamist militants, especially if such 
militants were able to get backing from Iran. These fears were almost 
immediately justified as levels of violence in Iraq started to rise after the 
American withdrawal 4 


Massive sectarian violence started to erupt between all of Iraq’s religious 
and ethnic groups. While it may have seemed senseless to an outside 


observer, those who had a plan for Iraq knew what they were doing: 
weakening the government, crippling the Iraqi military, making everyone 
hate and fear everyone else and setting the nation up to be taken in stages. In 
January 2014, the Islamic State of Iraq and Syria (ISIS) violently captured 
of the city of Fallujah, where U.S. forces had previously exterminated al- 
Qaeda in 2005.2 


The leader of ISIS, Abu Bakr al-Baghdadi, had previously been in U.S. 
custody in Iraq, but was freed by Obama in 2009. Since taking Fallujah, 
ISIS has made more progress. In June of 2014, ISIS acquired a stockpile of 
chemical weapons when they took over a military base in Northern Iraq, 
raising fears that those weapons could be used as dirty bombs. As of this 
writing, ISIS is stepping up terror attacks on Baghdad itself and has captured 
about 40% of Iraqi soil, including four of Iraq’s six largest cities. 


Iraq’s fate is unclear but appears bleak. The ISIS incursion has split what 
remains of the state into sectarian regions, with the Kurds controlling the 
North of the country, and Sunni and Shiite Muslims battling for possession 
of the rest. With Obama having washed his hands of the situation, the 
progress made by our troops has been reversed, and their sacrifices have 
gone to waste. Iraq now appears to be falling apart into the same sort of 
vicious civil war as we have seen in Syria, and it may wind up as a satellite 
of Iran. 


The United States lost 4,000 lives and spent around $800 billion in Iraq 
over an eight-year period in order to try to bring a bit of peace, stability and 
freedom to the region. Because President Obama did not take Iraq seriously, 
viewing it as no more than a Bush mistake, all the blood, treasure and effort 
we expended in Iraq has gone entirely to waste. In addition to our own 
losses, the people of Iraq now suffer under sectarian civil war and the brutal 
conquest of an apocalyptic horde of monsters whose reign of terror is unlike 
anything previously seen in the region. 


199.Obama’s Nuclear Deal with Iran 


A terrorist-sponsoring nation with a burgeoning nuclear program, Iran is 
run by religious fanatics who execute homosexuals, women who have 
committed adultery, and converts from Islam to Christianity“ Iran hardly 
seems like a nation Obama, or any president, would wish to offer friendly 
terms to in any negotiation. But, over a period from 2013 to 2015, Obama 
engaged in a series of negotiations with Iran that were supposed to prevent 
Iran from developing nuclear weapons. That is, until Obama started 


negotiating, then it became something else entirely. 


It began, in 2013, when Obama made a deal in which Iran promised to 
start, over a period of months, to slow down nuclear weapons development 


in return for the immediate easing of economic sanctions that were crippling 
the country.“” But the terms of the deal allowed for Iran’s nuclear 
infrastructure to remain intact. This first step agreement merely gave the 
mullahs of Iran short-term political cover and economic relief, and the world 
was no more secure. 

Maybe Obama didn’t realize this, but the Iranian government did. Despite 
the deal, they declared their intention to continue their nuclear program.12% 
Iranian Foreign Minister Mohammad Javad Zarif claimed that the Obama 
administration publicly mischaracterized the terms of the deal, telling CNN 
“we did not agree to dismantle anything.” Iranian president Hassan 
Rouhani said of the deal that “world powers surrendered to Iranian nation's 
[sic] will. 2% 


Congress was justifiably skeptical of Iran, and bipartisan sanctions 
legislation started gaining momentum. This prompted Obama to declare, 
during his 2014 State of the Union address, that he would veto any Iran 
sanctions bill passed by Congress.“ It’s hard to imagine why Obama was 
so trusting of Iran, especially when the Iranians went out of their way to 
honor the terrorist responsible for the 1983 Marine barracks bombing in 


Beirut in January of 2014. Yet the worst was still to come. 


The capstone of Obama’s pro-Iranian foreign policy came on July 14, 
2015, with a nuclear deal concluded between Iran and six world powers. In 
return for an unenforceable agreement to curtail their nuclear program, Iran 
got a bonanza of benefits at the expense of the safety and security of the 
United States and its allies in the Middle East. As part of the deal, economic 
sanctions against Iran were lifted, providing Iran with as much as $150 
billion, which even Obama’s Ambassador to the UN agrees could be 


funneled to military and terrorist activities.“ 


What happened? How did such a rotten deal come to be? According to 
former Secretary of State Henry Kissinger, what began as a multilateral 
negotiation to prevent Iran from developing nuclear weapons, became “an 
essentially bilateral negotiation over the scope of that capability.“ And 
the resulting deal had America’s allies in the Middle East—including Israel, 
Saudi Arabia, and Egypt—afraid that Obama abandoned them in favor of a 


mutual enemy.“ 


Obama’s claim that the deal makes America safer couldn’t be further 
from the truth. He was so desperate to achieve a deal, any deal, with Iran, 
that he reportedly gave in to eighty percent of Iran’s demands.‘ 
Ultimately, the deal does not prevent Iran from obtaining a nuclear weapon, 
and leaves their enrichment infrastructure intact. Obama’s nuclear deal 


allows Iran to block inspections of nuclear sites, and allows Russia and 


China to supply Iran with weapons“ What could possibly go wrong? Oh, 
and Iran, by secret side-deal with the U.N., will be allowed to self-inspect 
some of its most sensitive facilities. Some of those same facilities are 
currently being expanded by the Iranian government. 


To sum up this sad story, Obama cut a nuclear deal with Iran that does 
nothing at all to deter their nuclear program, writes them an enormous check 
to be used however they see fit, gives them military aid from some of our 
most dangerous rivals in the region, and allows them to dictate terms to the 
international community. All we got to show for this exercise in futility was 
a boost to Obama’s already gargantuan ego and a significant loss of 
influence in this pivotal region. 


200.Kowtowing to Iran 


If the particulars of the Iran nuclear deal fail concern you, you would not 
be alone; the deal received harsh criticism from both the left and the right, 
after all. What we find even harder to fathom, however, are the incredible 
lengths to which Obama went in order to secure such a lopsided deal and 
then defend it when Iran didn’t abide by its terms. 


As the deal was being ironed out, for example, the Obama administration 
was fully aware that Iran was no more than three months away from 
producing enough enriched fissile material to make a nuclear weapon, but 
kept that information secret, claiming publicly that Iran was more than a 
year away from being able to make a nuclear bomb. 


As the negotiations took shape, Obama must have been aware of how bad 
the deal would look to his countrymen, because he took to the airwaves to 
declare that he could make this deal without Senate approval.*@! The United 
States Constitution is quite clear when it comes to international treaties. 
According to Article II, Section 2, Clause 2, the president “shall have power, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to make treaties, provided 
two-thirds of the Senators present concur...” But, as with so many other 
things, Obama was not one to let the Constitution get in his way. A week 
after the deal was struck, it was revealed that the White House actually 
blocked Congress from being able to review certain aspects of the nuclear 
deal. Why keep such a secret from Congress? The answer to that question 
can’t be good 12%? 


Nor would Obama let the stated intentions of the spiritual leader of Iran 
give him pause in his quest to cement his legacy, even as he rallied the 
Iranian people behind the impending deal by chanting “death to America!” 
Obama, for reasons that simply cannot be explained, downplayed the 


remarks,123 


To top off the corrupt arrogance of Obama’s policy towards Iran, it was 
revealed in the New York Times that Obama’s foreign policy guru - Ben 
Rhodes, a man with zero foreign policy experience - was tasked with 
convincing Obama’s media allies that the deal was good. Rhodes created 
a media echo-chamber where lies made out of whole cloth by Rhodes were 
mindlessly repeated in the MSM until the lies became “conventional 
wisdom” which supposedly only a fool could reject. Rhodes spun the story 
that Iran was now in the hands of “moderates” whom the United States 
could trust and only hate-filled, war-mongering Republicans who were on 
the side of Iran’s hard-liners could have a problem with the deal. As an 
exercise in promoting a con, this is fantastic, but as the end result will be a 
nuclear-armed Iran governed by the same Muslim radicals who have caused 
untold bloodshed in Iran and around the world, it wasn’t such a good thing. 


Yet none of these attempts by Obama to spin the deal as a positive for 
Americans and cement his legacy as a diplomatic success are quite as 
damning as Iran’s actions after the deal was finalized and Obama’s complete 
failure to respond. In 2015, Obama said that the Iran Deal “is not built on 
trust, it is built on verification.” When Secretary of State Kerry was 
asked what might constitute a violation of the deal, he admitted that Iran 
could purchase conventional weapons, violating a U.N. embargo, without 
violating the nuclear deal—a loophole Iran immediately took advantage 
of 8 Yet, even though Obama made many concessions to the Iranian 
regime to get a deal passed, Iran flagrantly violated the terms of the deal on 
multiple occasions, with no pushback from Obama or his surrogates. 


In January 2016, a few months after the deal with Iran was reached, the 
Iranian Navy seized two American patrol boats in the Persian Gulf*~’ The 
official explanation was that the boats made a navigational error. What was 
never explained was why our boats surrendered without a fight, nor why no 
other U.S. ships in the area were dispatched to assist. After our sailors were 
released back to U.S. custody, Iran’s state media released video footage of 
them being captured, including video of one sailor apologizing for entering 
Iranian waters. Despite this attempt to humiliate America and the U.S. 
military, Secretary of State Kerry actually thanked Iran after our sailors were 
released. 


Further testing just how far they could go, a couple months later, Iran 
conducted tests on nuclear-capable ballistic missiles inscribed with the 
Arabic phrase: “Israel Must be Wiped Out”—at the same time Vice- 
President Biden was visiting Jerusalem.“ What purpose could nuclear 
capable ballistic missiles (with a hateful message inscribed on the side) 
serve but to prepare Iran’s military for a day when nuclear weapons will 


someday be deployed? Aren’t they supposed to have committed themselves 


to a purely peaceful nuclear program? In spite of this insulting display with 
its clear implication that Iran still desires nuclear warheads, the Obama 
administration’s response was muted. While Congress considered the 
ballistic missile test a violation of the agreement, the Obama administration 
claimed otherwise. In fact, reports later surfaced that Obama chose not to 


respond to this test for fear of undermining the agreement.U~ 


Eventually, Obama conceded that Iran hadn’t been honoring the “spirit” 
of the deal, but still claimed they had been following the “letter” of it. But, 
even then, he was covering for Iran’s transgressions. According to some 
analysts, the ballistic missile test was indeed a violation of one element of 
the deal, and, in addition to the missile test, there had been suspicious 
activity around a known nuclear site, and Iran’s uranium stockpiles had 
increased despite the fact enrichment was supposed to have been halted 
under the interim agreement 1! 


All of the Obama administration’s actions are based upon a fear that any 
vigorous American action to oppose Iran will lead to the collapse of the 
nuclear deal, which Obama claimed would actually prevent Iran from 
acquiring nuclear weapons. Obama has repeatedly given Iran the benefit 
of the doubt, if not blatantly turning a blind eye to non-compliance with the 
deal that he has said is supposed to prevent Iran from getting nuclear 
weapons. Despite this, as part of Obama’s deal, the United States has 
pledged to assist Iran in defending their nuclear program. That’s right; 
the deal intended to stop Iran from gaining nuclear weapons requires the 
United States to help Iran defend its nuclear program. It’s hard to get more 
accommodating to an enemy nation than that. 


Conclusions 


How will the historians of the future assess the presidency of Barack 
Obama? He would like to be remembered as the president that saved 
America from another Great Depression, the president that ushered in a new 
era of government transparency and accountability, the president that cut 
taxes for the middle class, and lowered the cost of healthcare while 
providing coverage for all Americans. He’ll want history to remember him 
for making America safer from the threat of terrorism, all while improving 
the nation’s standing in the world. He’ll expect the shortcomings of his 
presidency to be attributed to his predecessor, with his own, unblemished 
presidency to be an unquestionable success. 


It would be a great legacy, if any of it were true. 


As patriotic Americans, we felt it was our duty to document the truth 
about Obama's presidency so that his legacy is defined by the facts, not by 
his false narrative. 


We’ve seen an economy hobble along thanks to a failed stimulus, new 
taxes, and regulations. We’ve seen more people leave the workforce during 
the so-called “recovery” than the recession that preceded it. More people 
live in poverty and are on welfare, disability, and food stamps. Obama has 
broken the engine of economic growth, and Americans are, year by year, 
becoming poorer and less able to build wealth. Are these the results of 
successful economic policy? 


Our freedoms have also been compromised, and our Constitution ignored. 
Obama has sought the power to indefinitely detain American citizens, and 
government spying has exploded on his watch. Freedom of speech, religion, 
and the press are under attack. When Obama realizes his agenda won’t make 
it through Congress, he merely imposes it via executive fiat. If there are 
laws he doesn’t want to enforce, he ignores them. Obama’s assault on the 
2nd Amendment at the end of his first term puts an exclamation point on a 
relentless policy of placing Americans at the mercy of an all-powerful 
government. 


Is it any wonder, then, that we are now more divided than at any time 
since the Civil War — culturally, economically, politically, the “great uniter” 
has been brutally divisive instead, urging members of certain ethnic, gender, 
or religious identities to think tribally, rather than see themselves as 
Americans. Americans are losing hope, and believe our best times are 
behind us and that things will only get worse from here on Their 
dissatisfaction with “politics as usual” has run so hotly that, on Obama’s 


watch, the Democratic Party has suffered the loss of over a thousand elected 


offices in state and federal government and countless more in local 
government - the most in American history to be lost from the party of the 
sitting president. And now, both political parties face populist uprisings and 
uncertain futures. This sort of division, turmoil, and despair is a far cry from 
the hopeful words of his 2004 Democratic National Convention speech in 
which he denounced the notion that there were red states and blue states and 
promised to make his rising career about uniting us all. 


Obama is also a spectacular failure abroad. Obama raved about the death 
of Al Qaeda during his 2012 reelection campaign, but that organization is 
rapidly growing, as are ISIS and Boko Haram. He’s offended and alienated 
our allies, kowtowed to our enemies, and made us less safe. All across the 
Muslim world, radicalism is growing and regimes that stood for decades are 
toppling in favor of theocratic, terror-sponsoring Jihadis. Christianity is 
being driven from the Middle East, and the world’s only Jewish state is 
under siege. Waves of refugees are flooding Europe and bringing economic 
chaos and social upheaval with them, all while our allies, reeling, look to the 
United States and see nothing but indecision and moral cowardice. In South 
America, Communism is again on the rise and, in Russia, a form of 
strongman-led nationalist socialism is taking hold with disastrous results. 
Putin has attacked and annexed territory, China threatens the entire Pacific 
Rim, and the United States has no response. 


We counted 200 separate reasons to view Obama as the worst President in 
United States history. And yet, there is only one real reason that Obama is as 
ineffective as he is - his personality exudes weakness. How far we’ve fallen 
from “The buck stops here” and “Ask not what your country can do for 
you...” As we survey the disaster of Obama’s presidency, it is vitally 
important that the next generation (who will have to pay for our mistake in 
electing Obama twice) fully understands his record and shows better 
judgment in the voting booth, placing a higher value on strength of character 
and moral clarity going forward, so that America can once again be the 
beacon of economic and personal freedom, the shining city on a hill, that it 
once was. 
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